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Foreword 

Competing in today's changing Europc mcans participating in international 
supply chains. which impose complex product specifications and short 
shippiug and processing times. In order to benefit from these networks, firms 
depend on simplified regulatory fwncworks and strict quality standards, as 
well as customs proccdurcs that are aligned with international practice. 

Developing and maintaining an appropriate infrastructure for foreign trade 
is therefore key, yet it is only part of thc equation. t ach  countly also needs to 
strike an appropriate balance between trade facilitation and tradc cficicncy. 
Trade facilitation can be understood as the simplification and coordination of 
administrative procedures at border crossings while trade efficiency is more 
broadly the re-organization and automation of the whole supply and payments 
chain bctwccn thc buyer and the seller. It would be difficult for a company to 
implement trade efficiency measures in the absence of trade facilitation 
measures at the border. At the same time, trade Facilitation measures can tmly 
promote a country's competitiveness only when accompanied by trade 
efficiency measures at a company, industry and country level. The work of 
UNECE in this area unlike that of other organizations - embraces a wide 
dcfinition of tradc facilitation that includcs trade efficiency and gives support 
and assistance to reforms and innovation that go beyond a country's borders. 
For cxamplc, UNECE prumutcs clcctronic husiness worldwide and the 
development of standards allowing low-cost software solutions for 
international transactions. 

Through its work on trade facilitation, electronic business; regulatory 
tiameworks and tradc standards, UNECE makes a concrete contribution to the 
efforts of its member States to shape appropriate strategies for competing in a 
changing Europe, in the context of a well-functioning international trade 
infrastructurc I hope that thc present volumc can be instruniental in achieving 
this goal, within the context of a renewed European political and cconomic 
landscape. n 

Mr. Murek Uelku 
Executive Secretmy 

United ,\iarion.s Economic Conzmissionfor Europe 
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Introduction 

The accession of eight Centsal and Eastern European transition countries 
and two Mediterranean cou~itries to the European Union (EU) on 1 May 2004 
was the most significant enlargement in scope and diversity in the history of 
the EU. The enlargement brought over 75 million more people into the EU, 
thus enlarging the scope of its Single Market and enhancing stability and 
prospcrity in the region. The EL enlargement is one of many changes that have 
taken place and continue to develop in the European trading environment, in 
the form of rcgional initiatives that aim at promoting common responses to 
shared challenges. 

The papers presented here address some of the main problems coming from 
the new Europcan trading environment and offer insight into the policy options 
and business strategies that can help sustain competitiveness in a changing 
Europe. They offer a valuable variety of views - coming from governmental 
bodies, the business community, trade associations, international 
organizations, the academic community and non-governmental organizations 
(NGOs) involved in @a& issues and enterprise development. 

This book is divided into three parts, which focus on the diverse issues that 
are of concern to business executives and policymakers throughout and beyond 
the enlarged European Union. 

i'ot r l - "Competing in a Changing Europe" - outlines thc main issues 
of the new Europe in the context of the enlargement and of EU pohcies for 
their "new neighbours". 

The first paper presents the enlargement as a unique opportunity for 
economic integration in the region. It describes the EU's emerging relationship 
with its new neighbours and investigates the potential economic impact of the 
European Neighbourhood Policy, both for the EU itself and for its neighbours, 
in particular the countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia 
(EECCA) and of South-East Europe (SEE). It seeks to develop an answer to 
the qucstion as to whether the European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) is 
sufficiently attractive to induce the Governments in neighbouring countries to 
adopt economic and governance refonns similar to those that were 
implemented in thc EU-I0 during their accession processes. 
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Thc second papcr explains how the European Free Trade Area (EtTA) 
member countries responded to the changes brought about by the enlargement. 
It presents two casc studies - trade in marine products and the financial 
contributions of EFTA to the EU-10. 

The third paper illustrates two initiatives involving Soulh-East European 
countries: the South-East European Cooperation Process (SEECP) and the 
Central European Initiative (CEI). The SEECP could make an effective 
contribution to the integration of South-Eastern Europe in regional and global 
rradc networks by promoting regional projects for infrastructure modernization 
(roads, railways, energy, water management, telecommunications) and by 
encouraging its members to do away with barriers to regional trade in goods 
and services. The C H  focuses on specific, project-orientcd activities such as 
technical cooperation and development programmes to support grow-th and 
institutional and economic development, through thc funds at its disposal. The 
close cooperation between the CEI and the European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development (EBRD) shows that the cooperation between regional 
financial institutions and regional organizations can be especially productive. 
It considerably widens the potential of projects for transferring know-how 
because other countries in the region (apart from the project country itselo can 
be involved as observers in the project developn~ent and directly benefit from 
best practices and lessons leamed. 

Thc fourth paper describes the main elements of the Free Trade Agreement 
(FTA) signed by Georgia, Ukraine, Azerbaijan and Moldova (GUAM) on 20 
July 2002, which sets out the framework for free movement of goods and 
services among the participating parties, to promote economic growth and 
sustainable development in the region. 

! addresses the issue of "Integrating Regional Markets: Trade 
r acluranon and KT".  

Thc first paper shows how information and communication technologies 
(ICT) allow an efficient utilization of resources and lead, consequently, to 
faster productivity and Gross domestic product (GDP) growth. It highlights 
developments in information and communication technologies markets in the 
Central and Eastern Europcan countries prior to their accession to the EU in 
May 2004. It also explores the role these developments played in these 
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countries' growth and structural change. drawing policy implications that may 
be relevant for the EU-I0 as well as for the EU's new neighbours. 

The second paper explores telecommunications from a different angle 
that of the products used in lelecommunicalions networks (c.g personal 
computers, peripherals and cellular phones). These products are "true globals", 
designed and manufactured for a world market. However, regulatory 
requirements can differ considerably in the most important end markets, which 
result in greater costs for manufacturers and greater delays in getting products 
on the markets. This papcr describes alternative and streamlined methods for 
regulatory product approval. 

The third paper addresses the application of ICT to trade facilitation. As the 
EU borders moved outwards to those of the EU-10, all EU control procedures 
had to be replicated. This crcatcd two twin priority objectives: the coordination 
of security policy inside the European Community (EC) and thc involvement 
of the business community in a public-private partnership. The paper describes 
a concrete industry initiative, the Innovative Trade Network (ITN) for trade 
facilitation and trade security, which allows all companies and tradcrs to work 
internationally with Governments, agencies and industry stakeholders to create 
"cnd-to-end global supply-chain systems - from manufacturer, to ports of 
entry, to consumers t h a t  focus on souud business models, facilitate trade and 
improve security. 

The fourth paper addresses the last - and crucial - element of global supply 
chain systems: cross-border payments. The countries of the European Union 
have independently created a patchwork of parallel, incompatible payment 
networks, especially because the majority of payments have always been - and 
continue to he - domestic. The nct rcsult is that cross-border payments are 
slow and expensive. Moving from cash to cashless commercial payments 
could therefore lead to large savings. The experience of VISA - an 
international association of hanks, uniting more than 5,000 banks in Europe, 
and 21,000 worldwide - can be a source of relevant best practice in this area. 

Part 3 focuses on "Sustainable Agriculture and the International Food 
Supply Chains". It discusses the consequences of EU enlargement for the 
agri-food sector, in particular for EU candidate countries. The papers in this 
section concur that tradc diversion cffects will be limited. In the long term, 
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some benefits could accrue to E 6  candidates, mainly in the form of a rising 
demand as a result of higher income levels. 

To access the highly competitive EU market, the new neighbours will need 
to adopt and implement EU quality standards, which will add additional costs 
on their proccdurcs. Howevcr, thcsc investments in higher quality may also 
open up other export markets, even outside of the EU. 



Competing i ging Europe 
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Chapter 1.1 

The Economics of the "European 
Neighbourhood Policy": An Initial 
Assessment 

Ms. Susanne Milcher, Poverty and Economic Developrnent Specialist, and Ben 
Slay, Directt~r, Bruti.sluva Regionat Centr~.. United Nations Oevelopment 
Progf-amme (ULVLIP) Regional Bureau /or Europe and Commonwealth of 
Independent States 

The May 2004 accession nf the EU- l0 to the EU brought deep changes to 
Europe's political economy, both vis-a-vis the EU-10 and in terms uf the EU's 
"new neighbours". Tn that same nionth, the European Conunission formally 
presented the European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) strategy paper, setting 
out a new framcwork for relations and financial support for the neighbourhood 
countries.' The fonner European Commission President Kamano Prodi 
described the goal of the ENP as seeking to create a "ring of friends" around 
the EU by ofrering closc cooperation from political dialogue to economic 
integration. The initiative will allow- neighbours to participatc in major EU 
policics and programmes. and ultimately in the EU Single Market. In this way, 
ENP participants are expected to form a reladonship with the EU similar to 
that of thc European Economic Area (EEA) members, such as Norway, 
Iceland, and Liechtenstein. 

'This paper describes the general framework of the EU's emerging 
relationship with its new neighbours and investigates the potential economic 
impact of the ENP, both for the EU itself and for its neighbours. It seeks to 
answer thc question as to whcther the ENP is sufficiently attractive to induce 

' Verheugen, G. (2004). 
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the governments in neighbourhood countries to adopt (or accelerate the 
adopiion ot) economic and governance reforms similar to those that were 
implemented in the EU-10 during their accession processeb. This task is 
complicated by the fact that the ENP is not scheduled to go into effect until 
2007. However, as of 2005 it seems clear that incentives seem likely to be the 
ENP's weak point. While "a significant degree of integration" for non-EU 
members is a goal, the ENP is intended to be an alternative to accession.' This 
raises the question of whether the ENP offers a payoff that is large enough to 
elicit more rapid reforms and harmonization with the EU Icgislation. What will 
be the benefits to ENP countries, beyond being in a "neighbourhood"? 

Formally, the ENP is both larger and smallcr than the questions addressed 
in this paper. The ENP is larger in the sense that it addresses the North African 
and Middle Eastern countries that arc engaged in the Euro-Mediterranean 
Partnership (Barcelona ~rocess ) .~  The ENP is also larger in the sense that it 
seeks to map out deep changes in the EU's development cooperation 
framework for these countries, in order to simplify and better coordinate the 
panoply of EU technical assistance instruments applied to these countries. 

This paper does not go into these details. By contrast, it focuses on the 
application of the logic of the ENP - particularly its 'market access and 
support for market reforms" promise that was intrinsic to the successful 
economic transitions of the EU-10 - to  thc economies of the Western EECCA 
and the Caucasus that are the foci of the E m .  The scope of the paper is also 
broader than the ENP in that it examines many of these econon~ic issues as 
they apply to the countries of South-East Europe, even though these countries' 
relations with the EU are outside the scope of the ENP. In particular, thc ENP 
does not apply to Romania, Bulgaria, Croatia and Turkey, because they are 
candidate countries, nor to the countries of South-East Europe with which the 
EU is progressively negotiating and implementing Stabilization and 
Association Agreements (SAAs). This process is explicitly intended to 

' Verheugen, G. (2004) and Ec. (2004b). 
' Algeria, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Lcbanon. Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Morocco, 

Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia and the Palestinian Authority 
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ultimately lead to their accession. Some aspects of the paper also apply to the 
Russian Federation, which likewise remains outside of the ENP.' 

The paper investigates possible impacts of the ENP on economic and 
political development and income convergence in the participating countries. 
Section 2 describes the policy's main objectives and principles. Section 3 
presents an overview of each country's economic sitnation and makes sub- 
regional comparisons. Section 4 presents possible economic and political 
effects. Section 5 concludes. 

ropean Neighbourhood Policy 

m Marcn ~ ~ 0 3 ,  the Commission proposed a communication on the "Wider 
Europe Neighbourhood: A New Framework for Relations with our Eastern and 
Southern Neighbours" outlining the basic principles of the ENP. In October 
2003 the European Council endorsed this initiative and encouraged the 
Commission to take it forward. The Commission then started explanatory 
discussions with two of thc three East European countries that have had 
Partnership and Cooperation Agreements (PCAs) in force, Ukraine and 
Moldova. This led to the development of the strategy paper outlining the 
ENP's main principles that was released in May 2004. 

The ENP has three main purposes. First, it seeks to surround the enlarged 
EU with a "ring of friends" who share the EU's values and pursue security and 
other foreign policies that are broadly consistent with those of the EU. 

Second, in order to do this, the ENP will offer these countries significant 
improvements in access to the Single Market and expanded technical 
assistance. In this way, the ENP seeks to offer its neighbours the kind of 
"market access for reform" grand bargain that was instrumental in the dramatic 
improvements in governance institutions that the EU-I0 experienced during 
the accession processes of the 1990s. 

' The EU's partnership with the Russian Federation is to be developed within the 
framework of the "common European economic spwe" annuunccd at the Rwso- 
European Summit inMay 2002 (May, 2004). 
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The experience of the EU-I0 suggests that the largest benefits of 
convergence towards European standards can come in the form of foreign 
direct investment (FDI), which can he attracted by geob~dphlc proximity and 
oreferential access to the sinale market. This FDI can have unnaralleled 
advantages in terms of restructuring and modernizing unrefonned 
manufacturing, energy, and financial sectors. The EU also seeks in this way to 
moderate thepotentially negative effects of the new Schengen borders on its 
new neighbours. 

Third, thc ENP implicitly recognizes that the further expansion of the EU, 
in terms of the accession of new members from EECCA, is not expected. In 
contrast to the Stabilization and Association Proccsses (SAPS) now on-going 
in South-East Europe - which are seen as preparing these countries for 
eventual EU membership t h e  ENP is to be an alternative to EU membership. 
Such an option may secm unpalatable to the countries of the westem EECCA 
(particularly Ukraine) and the Caucasus that ultimately aspire to full EU 
membership. This underscores the importance of ensuring that the benefits of 
ENP membership - and the process of attaining them - are sufficiently 
attractive. 

National action plans drawn up by the European Commission (EC) and 
ncw ncighbourhood countries will be the ENP's main operational framework. 
These plans will cover five-year periods and are to be renewable by mutual 
consent. They arc to build on existing cooperative frameworks, such as the 
bilateral PCAs with Ukraine and Moldova that were signed in 1994 and went 
into force in 1998. The PCAs will continue to form the legal basis for 
relations; the ENP action plans will set out the framework for their realization. 
(In South-East Europe, the relations between the EU and partner countries will 
be conducted within the framework of accession and the stabilization and 
association agreements.) At the St. Petersburg Summit in May 2003 the EU 
and the Russian Federation decided to develop four common spaces: a 
common economic space; a common spacc for freedom, security and justice; a 
common space of cooperation for external security; and a common space for 
joint research and education. Energy is a key element. In the Russian case, the 
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ENP is to serve as the legal framework for deepening and structuring these 
bilateral agreements and programmes.i 

In addition to performing a host of  function^,^ the action plans are to 
describe the processes by which the new neighbours will attain preferential 
access to the single market. The plans are intended to ultimately bring most of 
EU trade with the new neighbours under the EU common external tariff 
regime. They will also seek to ensure that trade flows during this transition are 
governed by the principles of the World Trade Organization (WTO). For 
example, by facilitating convergencc with EU food safety regulations, the 
national action plans should improve prospects for the new neighbours' 
agricultural exports on the single market. Given the importance of foodstuffs 
in the commodity composition of their exports,7 this combination of liberalized 
markct access and technical assistance could yield extensive benefits for the 
neighbourhood economies. 

The creation of the European Neighbourhood Instrument (ENI), which is to 
be put in place by 2007 (in time for the start of the EU's new 2007-2013 
financial perspective), will be the ENP technical assistance instrument. It will 
also be a key incentive for inducing neighbouring country participation in the 
ENP. This new financial instrument, which will support cross-border and 
regional cooperation projects; is slated to replace some existing technical 
assistance instruments (e.g. TACIS programming) while better complementing 
others (e.g. INTERREG). In principle, the ENI will facllitate funding 
applications under a single administrative framework for cross-border 
programmes that would both span and fall within the EU's new frontiers. 

' A PCA was also signed with thc Russian Federation in 1994, and went into 
effect in 1997. 

These include: (1) promoting political cooperation (with a particular emphasis 
on security issues); (2) providing the new neighbours with improved access to EU 
programmes in the areas of education and research and development, and to European 
infrastructure networks in the fields of energy, transport and telecommunications and 
environment; and (3) justice and home affairs, particularly as concerns issues of border 
management, migration, trafficking in human beings. drugs and arms, and organized 
crime. 

' See Aaslund and Warner (2004) for more on this point 
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For the period 2007-2013, the EC intends to increase substantially the 
annual amounts to be allocated to the ENI (relative to the 266 million euros in 
compardble technical assistance programmes available for the period 2004- 
2006).' However, if this is to be the only incentive in place, the ENP will most 
likely remain a very modest development cooperation mechanism, relative to 
the development challenges of the new neighbours. This underscores the 
importance of the ENP's prospects for fostering the "market access for reform" 
grand bargain that the new neighbours would need to attract transformative 
amounts of FDI. 

Economic situation of the "new neighbour 

Gross domestic product (GDP) 'levels, trends, and compositions vruy 
sharply among the EU's new neighbours. In the EECCA economies it 
significantly exceeded EU averages during the period 2000-2004 (figure l), 
with particularly high growth rates noted in Armenia and Azerbaijan, but also 
in Ukraine. Strong growth is noted across virtually all components of domestic 
demand as well as exports. Fiscal accounts in these cconomies have generally 
in balance, if not in surplus. In some countries (the Russian lederation and 
Ukraine), these fiscal surpluses have also been accompanied by external 
surpluses. By contrast, the economies of the EU-l0 and South-East Europe 
typically exhibited large external deficits that have been financed by equally 
large inflows of FDI, portfolio invesments and bank lending. Fiscal deficits in 
the Central European economies also expanded during this time, earning these 
countries warnings from the EC (if not financial markets). 

Despite the high growth rates, distances to the EECCA economies' 1990 
GDP levels remain large. Although statistical problems and extensive 
shuctural change make such 'before and after" comparisons problematic, the 
Russian Federation at the end of 2004 was still some 18 per cent below its 
1990 GDP level. Large gaps were likewise reported for Ukraine (35%). 
Moldova (37%), and Georgia (40%).* This underscores the fact that the post- 
1999 rccovery experienced in these countries is "recovery growth, based 
primarily on the employment of previously idle human and physical capital. 

hc. (2004b). 

World Development Indicators database, adjusted for estimates of 2004 data. 



The eronomics o f  the "Euro~ean NeiehbourhoodPolin 

Without inflows of fresh capital and the technological transfers they embody, 
this growth may not be sustainable. 

Likewise, although the new neighbours' fiscal (and in some cases external) 
surpluses are sometimes described as signs of health, they can also be seen as 
reflections of underdeveloped fmancial systems and unfriendly investment 
climates. While showing the benefits of strong economic growth, budget 
sumluses also reflect shallow financial svstems that are unable to channel 
domestic savings into government debt at affordable (for the budget) interest 
rates. Fiscal and external surpluses also reflect foreign investors' unwillinbmess 
to invest in these countries, necessitating either current account surpluses (e.g. 
Russian Federation and Ukraine) or significant inflows of concessionary 
lending to finance current account deficits (e.g. Armenia, Georgia, Moldova). 

By contrast, the culrent account deficits (figure 2) reported in most of the 
EU-I 0 and candidate countrics (Bulgaria, Croatia, Romania) are smaller than 
those recorded in the Caucasus and Moldova. They have generally been 
financed by substantial inflows of FDI and equity portfolio investments.'' 
Such inflows are signs of health and improving international economic 
compctitiveness. They largely result from convergence in regulatory, 
governance, and business climates towards EU standards in these countries - 
which, in turn, is a reflection of their progress in EL! accession and integration. 
Prior to the May 2004 expansion, EL-15 countries accounted for 70-80 per 
cent of exports from Poland and Hungary 

The EU shares of Czech and Slovak exports were somewhat smaller, owing 
to the continuing relatively large role of Czech-Slovak exports. As Figure 3 
shows, exports to the EU-15 account for more than 50 pcr ccnt of thc total for 
from Bulgaria, Croatia, and Romania. Can the ENP deliver the same benefits 
to Europe's new neighbours? 

lo The relatively large FDI inflows shown for Armenia. Georgia, and Moldova in 
figure 2 are somewhat misleading. They tend to reflcct one-off privatization salcs and 
debt-for equity swaps, and are small relative to these countries' current account deficits. 
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I 
Source: CTSSTAT 2003. Leon Podkarniner et al.,2oM, Transition Countries on the Eve 
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Source: CISSTAT 2003. Leon Podkaminer et al., 2004, Transition Countries on the Eve 
of EU Enlargement, WIIW. 
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Convergence toward EU regulatory standards may not matter much if the 
ENP does not significantly improve the new neighbours' access to the Single 
Market. Existing trade regimes are not particularly promising in this respect: 
thc PCAs that govern the new neighbours' trade with the EU "are little but 
codification of WTO principles for non-WTO members"." At present, EU 
export shares of the EECCA countries are significantly lower than those of the 
EU-I0 and the South-East European countries (figure 3), even after controlling 
for structural reform and distance from the EU market. For example, Ukraine's 
exports to the EU-15 fail to reach 20 pcr cent of total exports. 

Aaslund and Warner argue persuasively that these low shares can be 
atmbuted to these countries' lack of preferential access to the EU's single 
market.I2 The EU's effective protection is especially high for agricultural 
goods, textiles, chemicals, and steel - goods that play a particularly large role 
in the commodity composition of EECCA exports. In this sense, EU trade 
policies create obstacles for export and GDP growth for EECCA countries. By 
the same token, significant improvements in access to the single market could 
have a major positive impact on the new neighbours' prospects for exports and 
export-related FDI. 

The situation is somewhat different in the Russian Federation and 
Azerbaijan, owing to the large role of oil and gas (which are not subject to 
extensive protection) in their commodity composition of exports. The 
deployment of the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline in 2004 will increase 
Azerbaijan's importancc as an energy supplier for the EU. The Russian 
Federation is the EU's fifth largest trading partner (after the United States, 
Switzerland, China, and Japan). The enlarged EU is the Russian Federation's 
largest trading partner, accounting for more than 50 per cent of its total trade; 
some 40 per cent of Europe's gas supplies come from ~ u s s i a . ' ~  Likewise, oil 
exports make herbaijan the EU's largest trading partner in the Caucasus, 

" Aaslund and Warner (2004). 
" Aaslund and Warner (2004). 
" EC. (2004d). 
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Figure 3: Exports to EU-15 (percentage of total expo&], 2003 

Tource' CTSSTAT 2003 Leon Podkaminer et a., 2004, Transltlon Countrtes on the Erie 
of EU Enlargement, WllW 

FLgurt 4: Average a n n u l  unemplayment rate (LFS), 2000-2003 

Source: CISSTAT 2003. Leon Podkaminer et al., 2004, Transition Countries on the Eve 
of EU Enlargement, WIIW. 



although some stud~es suggest that even in Azerbaijan, foodstuffs, cotton, and 
textiles could play a large role in the country's export basket.14 

FDI-led restructuring of manuhcturing, energy, and finance sectors, as was 
the case in the Central European countries, can be a second important 
determinant of integration. Since 2000. expanded privatization programmes in 
South-East Europe have attracted significant FDI from EU-focused 
multinationals. FDI inflows have shifted from the EU-10 to South-East 
Europe.Is In contrast, most of the FDI flowing into the Western EECCA 
countries comes from the Russian Federation, which reported relatively large 
outward FDI flows during the 2001-2004 period. 

As was earlier the case in the Central European economies, recovery 
growth and elements of FDI-led industrial restructuring are now generating 
improvements in labour productivity in both the EECCA and South-East 
European countries. When combined with slow or negative labour force 
growth and (in some cases) declining employment, this labour productivity 
growth has been accompanied by high unemployment rates in most "new 
neighbour" countries (figure 4) - particularly in the Western ~alkans." 
Despite the current high growth rates, these countries continue to suffer from 
inadequate business infrastructure, difficult regulatory climates, elements of 
corruption in public adminismtion," high unemployment rates, and 
inadequate human insecurity. 

3. Possible impacl of the European Neighbourhood Policy 

Can the ENP help to replicate the Central European transition successes in 
the new neighbour countries? Will the "market access for reform" bargain 
implied by the ENP lead to dramatic improvements in market access, export- 
oriented FDI, restructuring and modernization? 

'' Centre ior Economic Reforms (2005) 
" Podkaminer, L. et al. (2004). 

'" Mizsei and Maddock (2005). 
l' CL table I, page 15. 
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Optimists on these points must face two key questions. First, the 
neighbourhood countries are more heterogeneous and poorer than the Central 
European countries. This is apparent both in economic issues (per capita GDP 
levels; overall size and structural characteristics) and political terms. A 
successful "market access for reform" bargain for Moldova would necessarily 
look different from one for the Russian Federation. Second, the ENP is 
unlikely to be seen as a fully satisfactory substitute for eventual EU 
membership - particularly by reformist Governments (e.g. Ukraine after the 
"Orange Revolution") who are most likely to desire accession. Both of these 
factors are likely to weaken to stabilizing effect of the "European anchor". 

For the "market access for reform" bargain to work, the economic benefits 
of the ENP must he seen to be positive and significant. Previous experiences 
with the extension of the Single Market to non-EU countries, such as Norway, 
Switzerland, or Liechtenstein, offer hope in this respect. However, the 
neighbourhood countries have lower quality infrastructure. lower per-capita 
GDPs, and much greater political risk. This increases the importance of other 
elements of the ENP, particularly financial assistance and infrasrmcture 
development (especially in the energy and transport se~tors).~%ikcwise, 
European integration for these economies could have some downsides, 
particularly in terms of trade diversion, but also (particularly for Azerbaijan) 
the possibility of further specialization in the export of raw materials that can 
mean heightened vulnerability to terms-of-trade shocks, as occurred in 1998. 

3.1  Eronomrcpolr~y, triule und the S~ngle Mnrkel 

The ENP could bring substantial efficiency and welfare gains to 
neighbouring countries, via liberalized access to the single market. Legal 
changes in the areas of customs and financial services should promote trade 
facilitation and business creation. Better market access, combined with 
enhanced dialogue and cooperation on social and employment policies, could 
encourage reforms directed at reducing poverty and increasing the 
effectiveness of social assistance. The bilateral EU association agreements 
concluded with the Central European countries in 1991, which provided 
asymmetric access to the Single Market for Central European exporters, may 

Dodini, M. andFantini, M. (2004). 
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he instructive in this respect. In addition to encouraging rapid growth in trade 
overall and towards the EU in particular, the association agreements 
(combined with ambitious privatization programmes) promoted significant 
FDI inflows, attracted by "export platform" possibilities.19 

While this pattern seems to be taking hold in South-East European 
countries now negotiating for EU membership, it may he less replicahlc in the 
countries of the western EECCA and the Caucasus. Thanks to their SAP 
agreements with the FSJ, the South-East European countries already enjoy 
preferential access to the Single Market (relative to EECCA countries'). During 
the past few years the South-East European countries have attracted significant 
FDI inflows m a n y  of which came from EU-focused companies. Howcvcr, 
recent increases in FDI in the Western Balkans appear to be largely due to 
progress in privatization progammes. This also means that FDI in the Western 
Balkans is likely to involve restructuring and hence job 10sses.~" By contrast, 
most FDI in the EU-I0 is of the green field variety, and hence more likely to 
he job-creating. The South-East European economies have the opportunity to 
experience this phase in the next few years. 

In Romania, thanks largely to FDI the share of machinery and transport 
equipment in total exports (22%) now exceeds the share of textiles and 
clothing in total exports (20%).*' On the other hand, intra-Balkan lradc 
remains hcavily dependant on local developments, since intra-regional trade 
accounts for a large share of exports in this sub-region. 

By contrast, piivatization in EECCA countries has generally been focused 
on sales to domestic investors (scc figure S), and Russian capital or "round- 
tripping" domestic capital typically plays a large role in the relatively small 
FDI that has come in. Perhaps for this reason, significant changes in thc 
commodity composition of exports have yet to he registered. In Moldova, for 
cxample, food products and textiles account for almost 50 pcr cent uf total 
exports, while mineral products and machinery and equipment take up almost 

'' Martin. C. and Turrion. J. (2001). 
Mmei and Maddock (2005) " Podkarnmer, l,, et al. (2004). 
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40 per cent of total imports.'2 The end of preferential access to markets in 
Poland .and other Central European countries that came with their May 2004 
EU membership will result in at least some trade diversion: losses for 
Ukrainian producers are estimated at about 1 per cent of exports in 2004-2005. 
Whether improved market access and greater support for market reforms that 
could come with the ENP will be sufficient to generate a breakthrough in this 
respect remains to be seen. 

The ENP's focus on  energy safety and security (as is explained in the 
Communication on the development o f  energ): policy for the enlarged 
European Union, its neighbours und purlner countries) is a potential 
opportunity for the new neighbours, both energy producers (Russian 
Federdon and Azerbaijan) and energy transporters (Ukraine, Russian 
Federation, Belarus, Georgia and Azerbaijan). 

The national action plans will build on existing bilateral or regional energy 
and transport initiatives, such as the EU-Russia Energy Dialogue, the Inogate 
Programme dealing with the Caspian basin, the TRASECA transport project, 
and the South-East Europe Regional Energy Market. These initiatives have 
helped establish a roadmap for institutionalized partnership, with concrete 
measures to harmonize the legal and regulatory framework for energy sectors. 
Increased energy efficiency, the use of renewable energy, and cooperation in 
energy technologies are also promoted by these programmes. 

Thc ENP secks to improve the transport infrastructure connecting the 
enlarged Union with neighbouring countries, to develop the infoimation 
society (in keeping with the Lisbon Agenda), to include the neighbouring 
countries in the EU's research area, and to promote good environmental 
governance in neighbouring countries. This is particularly important in the 
case 01 river and other ecosystems that overlap the EU's new eastern frontier, 
and in light of the new neighbours' inexperience in effective trans-border 
environmental governance. For example, the Tisza river basin, which connects 
Hungay, Romania, Slovakia, Ukraine and Serbia and Montenegro, has well-- 
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preserved mral landscapes, vast complexes of natural forests, and important 
biodiveeity rcsnurces. it aka  suffers from nulncrous pollution hotspots, 
declining heavy industry, lagging economic development, high unemployment 
levels, emerging patterns of regular flooding, and other tensions linked to the 
legacies of communism and problems of transition. The EM' could facilitate 
better tramnational management of tho Tisza river basin. 

The HIVIAIDS epidemic that is emerging in the western EECCA countries 
(particularly in Ukraine and the Russian Fcderation) - as well as in Estonia - is 
another serious cross-border challenge that is not addressed in the ENP. 
Prevalence rates by thc end of 2001 in these countries wcrc at about 1 per cent 
of the adult populations - the level at which the epidemic began to spin out of 
control in some Ati-ican countrics. (By contrast, prevalence rates in Western 
Europc at thc cnd of 2001 averaged 0.3 per cent, and were below 0.1 per cent 
in Central European countrie~.'~) The Joint United Nations Programme on 
HIVIAIDS (UNAIDS) estimated that some I million people were living with 
HIV in the Russian Fcdcration at  the cnd of 2003 and the virus continues to 
sprcad rapidly in Belams and Moldova. In addition to the high prevalence rates 
already recorded in Estonia, there is evidence that HIV incidence is also 
growing rapidly in Patvia and ~i thuania . '~  HIVIAIDS trends are transhoundary 
and the enlarged EU cannot avoid facing this problem. Instead, it should 
promote the same values and reforms that helped the EU-10 effectively 
respond to the HIViAIDS epidemic. These include democratization, the 
modcrni~dtion of state structures, and the cmpowennent of individuals and 
NGOs, which have promoted the good governance and the grass-roots social 
and behavioural changes needed to combat the epidemic. 

The ESP could help to strengthen political dialogue in the areas of 
security, conflict prevention and crisis management, border management, 
migration, visa policies, and organized crime. The ENP orfcrs a possible 
framework for greater international involvement in Moldova's Transnistria. 
Likew-ise. the inclusion of Armenia, Azerbaijan, and Georgia in thc ENP could 

" UNDP, (2004). 

' Ibid. 
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increase the EU's role in the potential resolution of the disputes in thc 
Caucasus. In addition to political stability, institutional capacity is key to 
development. The new neighbours still face major challenges in modernizing 
state instih~tions, particularly in terms of decentralization and public 
administration reform. In~perfections in governance in turn prevent the 
emergence of thi: market friendly State structures needed for improved 
business and invesunent climates. Major obstacles are associaled with taxation 
systems and high comption levels (table I), which generate large informal 
sectors. 

Tuble 1: Cnmptlon perceptlom index* 

Bosnia and Her~egovina 

Croatia 
FYR Macedonia 
Serbia and Montenegro 

Armenia 
Arcrbaij an 
Cieorgia 

Belarus 

Mulduva 
Itussian Federation 

Ukraine 
Bulgaria 

Albania 

Romania 
* Measurcs pcrccptions of ~ ~ 

academics and risk analysts. Thc mcasurc ranges between 10 (highly clean) and 0 
(highly curmpt). 

3.0 3.3 2.9 1 2.6 2.8 

thc degree of corruption as seen by business people, 

Sozrrce: Transparency International, www.transparency.orgicpi. 

Migration, which can be a key engine of European h~owth,  is now 
receiving growing attention in the EU. Some studies have found that 
immigrants in the United States produce 4.5 times more in that country than in 
their country o f  origin with the same skill ievcl. They benefit from extra and 
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more advanced physical capital and capable institutions that allow them to 
perform at higher levels of productivity.?5 Remittances from migrants can 
contribute to development in the home country if they are used locally to start- 
up small enterprises without providing long-term finan~es.~%emittances also 
make major positive contributions to the balance of payments in virtually all 
the new neighbour and West Balkan countries, rivalling (if not exceeding) 
levels of official development assistance (and in some cases. FDI). 

The impact of the ENP will ultimately depend on its influence on economic 
development in the new neighbouring countries. So far. it is easier to find 
reasons for scepticism than optimism. Although the ENP seeks to ease trade 
restrictions through the implementation of legislative approximation and 
convergence with EU standards, prospects of access to the EU Single Market 
seem rather far away. The same would therefore apply to the FDI needed to 
transform the economies of the western EECCA and the Caucasus. The lack of 
measures to promote increased labour migration between the new neighbours 
and the enlarged EU may also be something of a missed opportunity. On the 
plus side, access to the Single Market could improve significantly under the 
ENP. Likewise, the new ENl could add more coherence in technical 
assistance, and provide more financial support for creating capacities for trade 
infrastructures and institutional and private sector development. 

Whether these benefits will be sufficient to push recalcitrant reformers to 
adopt robustly European policy agendas remains to be seen. Government 
interest in reforms seems likely to depend largely on eventual prospects for EU 
membership. The ENP does little to remove fears in this respect. Indeed, its 
emerging role as substitute for EU membership could make the ENP 
ineffective - if not cuunte~roductive. It is not clear that the countries of the 
westem EECCA and the Caucasus will be motivated by prospects of an 
eventual stake in the Single Market, or of some easing of visa restrictions. 
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Fundamentally, the neighbourhood policy has yet to show what it is meant 
to be. It could be a modcst mechanism for mitigating the unfavourable cffects 
of the enlargement for border regions. It could also be an attempt to motivate a 
serious "Europeaniration", in the sense of political, economic and societal 
transformation of neighbouring countries. As onc observer noted: "the optimist 
can say that this is a case of a glass half full, rather than half empty. At least 
the glass has been constructed, it is reasonably transparent, and more can be 
poured into the container in due course".27 
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Chapter 1.2 

The Evolving European Trade 
Environment 

Mr. Petur G. Thorsteinsson, Depufy SecretaiyGeneral, European Free 
Trade Association EFTAJ 

1. EFTA ns an orgnnlzation 

The enlargement of the EU on 1 May 2004 had a direct effect on EFTA 
member countries (Iceland, Liechtenstein. Norway and Switzerland). The most 
important change in EFTA's relationship with the EU was the enlargement of 
the EU Internal Market, which includes the EU-15, the EU-10 and the three 
EFTA countries belonging to the European Economic Area (EEA). The 
enlarged market comprises 28 EEA countries with some 470 million 
consumers. 

The fourth EFTA State, Switzerland, also enjoys a closer trading 
relationship with the EU-10 through a series of Swiss-EU bilateral agreements. 
The EFTA countries had FTAs with eight of the ten new EU entrants. These 
apements  were terminated when they joined the EEA. Some new trade 
barriers resulted from the enlargement between EFTA and the EU-10, which 
will be mentioned below. 

EFTA is an exatnple of successful trade cooperation between small 
countries in a globalized economy. This intergovernmental organization was 
established by the EFTA Convention of 1960. It was based on the premise of 
free trade as a means of achieving groWh and prosperity amongst member 
countries, as welt as promoting closer economic cooperation. The free trade 
area was made possible because of EFTA's pioneering efforts in developing an 
operational system of origin certificates for goods. Provisions for the 
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establishment of frec trade areas are in the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (GATT, 1947) and the Agreement establishing the (WTO). 

EFTA's present free trade system is comprised of the following: 

(a) the EFTA Conventio~~ (internal trade, 4 countries): 
(h) frce trade instruments with the EU (25 countries, i.e. the EEA 

Agreement including Iceland, Liechtenstein and Norway and the 
bilateral Swiss-EU FTA); 

(c) FTAs with partners worldwide (13 countries plus one temtoly 
represented by the Palestinian Authority); 

(d) Bilateral FTAs with one territory (Faroe Islands). 

After the EU, EFTA has the largest network of FTAs, offering its nationals 
duty-frec access to 42 countries and markets of over 750 million people. In 
2004, 76.0 per cent of EFTA's trade was covered by FTAs. In absolute terms, 
EFTA trade accounted for over $366 billion or 2 pcr cent of world 
merchandise trade. EFTA's aim is to develop its free trade network further as 
much as is possible and practical. 

Already, about one half of world trade is covered by regional trade 
agreements. The expansion of WTO membership and the exponential increase 
in the number of FTAs that are now being negotiated has created new poteiitial 
free trade partner countries for EFTA, as well as for other countries 
worldwide. 

Developments in European fiee trade originated with the Organisation for 
Uuropean Economic Co-operation (OEEC, later to become the Organisation 
for Economic CO-operation and Dcvelopment. or OECD), set up in 1048 to 
coordinate the European Recovery Program (Marshall Plan) after the Second 
World War. One of its basic principles was to develop intra-European trade by 
reducing tariffs and other barriers to trade. In 1957, negotiations were initiated 
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within the OEEC" to set up a European Free Trade Area. After the Treaty of  
Rome was sibwcd in 1957, establishing the European Lconomic Community 
(EEC), the so-called "Maudling Committee" pursued the negotiations. The 
talks wcrc unsuccessfUl and two years later seven countries, led by the United 
Kmgdom and including Austria, Dcnmark. Norway, Portugal, Sweden and 
Switzerland, founded EFTA in 1960. They later became known as the "Outer 
Seven", the six Common Market (EEC) countries being known as the "Inner 
Six" (France, Federal Republic of Germany, Italy. Belgium, the h'etherlands 
and Luxembourg). This left four OEEC countries without free trade 
arrangements, Greece, Iceland, Ireland and Turkey (Finland and Spain were 
not members of the OEEC). The major aim of the EFTA Convention was to 
remove trade barriers between the members of the OEEC, including the EEC. 

Over the years, EFTA's membership changed as follows: Finland became 
an associate member of EFTA in 196 1 (EFTA X),  Iceland became a member in 
1970 (EFTA 9). In 1972, the United Kingdom and Denmark left EFTA to join 
the EEC with Ireland (EFTA 7). Tn 1985, Portugal left EFTA to join the EEC 
with Greccc and Spain (EFTA 6), Finland became a full member of EFTA in 
1986 and Liechtenstein joinedjn 1991 (EFTA 7). In 1995, Austria, Finland 
and Sweden left EFTA tojoin the EU (EFTA 4). 

EFTA's development can basically be divided into three periods: 
Consolidation, Integration and Outreach. The first period refers to the 
development of tfee trade among the EFTA countries, the second rcfcrs to 
economic integration with the EU and the third refers to EFTA's so-called 
"Third Country Policy", which covers the conclusion of  FTAs with non-EU 
countries. 

3. Consolidation 

Among EFTA's main original aims was the liberalization of trade among 
its members, as well as with the six Common Market countries, without 
subscribing to the commitments of a political character in the Treaty of Rome 

2"he original 17 OEEC participants were Austria, Belgium. Denmark, France, 
Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Noway, Portugal, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Turkey, the United Kingdom, and later, the Federal Republic of Germany. 
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establishing the EEC. EFTA achieved full free trade internally in industrial 
products in 1967. 

The entry of two EFTA countries into the EEC in 1972, the United 
Kingdom and Denmark, prompted the conclusion of FTAs between EFTA 
countries and the EEC. This was a major aim of the EFTA Convention. Free 
trade was reached between EFTA and the EEC in industrial products in 1977. 

The conclusion of EFTA's FTAs with the EEC in the early 1970s was 
celebrated as a major step towards the original goal of integrating the two trade 
areas of Western Europe. They provided the basis for closer and more 
substantial cooperation between EFTA and the EEC. Another major step 
towards European integration was the conclusion of the Agreement on a EEA 
in 1992 between the seven EFTA countries and the 12 EEC countries. 
Switzerland later rejected the EEA Agreement and three of the seven EFTA 
countries later joined the EU. Switzerland subsequently concluded bilateral 
agreements with the EU in 1999 and in 2 0 0 4 . ~ ~  

29 Switxerland signed seven bilateral agreements with the EU on 21 June 1999 
(Bilaterals I) on the free movement of persons, trade in  agricultural products, public 
procurement, conformity assessments, air transport, transport by road and rail and the 
Swiss participation in Uie 5th Framework Programme for Research. They entered into 
force on 1 June 2002. Switzerland signed a second sct of agreements with the EU on 
26 October 2004 (Bilaterals 11) on taxation of savings, thc co-operation in the fight 
against fraud, the association of Switzerland to the Schengen acyuis, participation of 
Switzerland in the "Dublin" and "Eurodac" regulations, trade in processed agricultural 
products, the Swiss participation in the European Environment Agency and European 
Environment Information & Observation Network (EIONET), statistical cooperation. 
the Swiss participation in the Media plus and Media training programs and on the 
avoidance of double taxation for pensioners of the Community institutions. 
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EFTA's Third Country Policy has developed in several overlapping phases, 
which concentrated at first on Europe, then the Southern Mediterranean and 
finally the rest of the world. 

4fter free trade with the EU had been achieved, EFTA pursued a policy of 
concluding FTAs with the neighbouring countries of Europe. An agreement 
was concluded with Spain in 1979 and, after a pause, with Turkey in 1991. The 
only non-European FTA during this period was with Israel in 1992. 

A further wave of new agreements was precipitated by the liberalization of 
Eastern Europe. The EU concluded the so-called "Europe Agreements" with 
the Eastern European countries. EFTA concluded FTAs with Czechoslovakia, 
Poland and Romania in 1992, Bulgaria and Hungary in 1993 and Estonia, 
Latvia and Lithuania in 1995. These were followed in turn by the Balkan 
countries, Slovenia in 1995, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia in 
2000 and Croatia in 2001. Joint declarations on cooperation, aiming at future 
free trade negotiations, were signed with Albania in 1992, and Ukraine and 
Serbia and Montenegro in 2000. For both EFTA and the EU, these agreements 
represented an important signal for European re-integration. 

In 1995, the EU initiated the Barcelona Process, offering, inter alia, the 
progressive establishment of a free trade area with the non-member 
Mediterranean countries. This prompted a second phase in EFTA's Third 
Countq Policy. FTAs were successfully concluded with Morocco in 1997, the 
Palestinian Authority in 1998, Jordan in 2001 and Lebanon and Tunisia in 
2004. Negotiations were initiated with Egypt in 1998 and a joint declaration 
on cooperation was signed with Algeria in 2002. 

The third phase of EFTA's Third Country Policy was initiated in 1998, 
when Canada proposed the conclusion of an PTA. For the first time, E R A  
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decided to ncgotiate a FTA beyond Eurupe and the Mediterranean. This would 
also be the first negotiating partner without a free trade agreement with the 
EU. Finally this would be the first so-called "second-generation agreement", 
covering not only goods, but also services and investmenrs. 

FTAs werc concludcd with Mexico in 2000, Singapore in 2002 and Chilc 
in 2003, all second-generation agreements. Negotiations were launched with 
South Africa and the other firur members of SACU, the Southern African 
Customs ~ n i o n ~ ' ,  in 2003. The SACU negotiations are EFTA's first FTA 
negotiations with least developed countries (Lesotho and Swaziland). 
Increased trade is likely to further their development. In 2005, free trade 
negotiations were launched with the Republic of Korea and were scheduled to 
start with Thailand. Joint declarations on cooperation were signed with the 
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC)"' and ~ e r c o s ~ d '  in 2000. 

As a rnle, snlall countries benefit morc from FTAs than large diversified 
economies. On the other hand; these countries have less negotiating leverage in 
FTA negotiations, because of their small markets. For this reason, the joint 
cooperative approach of the EFTA countries gives them a much better 
negotiating position. If markets are lacking in one EFTA country, the slack is 
often taken up by markets of other EFTA countries. On the export side, 
Swiuerland has strengths in pharmaceuticals, while Nonvay and Iceland are 
among the world's largest fish exporters. The combined strength of the EFTA 
countries makes them a more attractive negotiating partner. 

Thcre are scveral reasons [or the recent policy change in many countries 
worldwide towards concluding FTAs. These will not be discussed in detail 
here, but among thc most important are the many economic bcnefits arising 
from such agreements, leading to increases in the standard of living and 
accelerating economic development. 

" South Africa, Namibia, Botswana, Lesotho and Swaziland. 
' United Arab Emirates, Bahrdin, Saudi Arabia. Oman, Qatar and Kuwait. 
32 Argcntina, Brazil. Paraguay and Uruguay. 
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EFTA's free tradc policy over the last 45 years has greatly contributed to 
the economic strength of its members. For example, the combined GDP of the 
EFTA countries in 2004 was $622 billion, placing them in ninth place in the 
world, before the Russian Federation for example. Their per capita GDP is 
among the highest in the world, with Norway; Iceland and SwitLerland and 
holding third, sixth and eighth places.)3 Inflation and unemployment rates are 
among the lowest anywhere. 

l' World Bank, GDP per capita (PPP) in 2003. Figures for Liechtenstein are not 
available. 
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EFTA is the EU's second largest trading partner after the US, placing it 
above Chna,  Japan and the Russian Federation. EFTA's total merchandise 
trade is $366 billion (ninth place worldwide), export of services S64 billion 
(50% more than Canada, for example) and illvestment $28 billiou (more than 
Italy, for example). 

EFTA is host to many multinational companies. For example, among the 
top 500 companies in the world, thc market capitalization of EFTA companies 
is $580 billion, putting EFTA in fourth place after the United States, the EU 
and ~ a ~ a n . ' ~  

In terms of competitiveness. the economies of Icehnd, S w i k e r h d  and 
Norway rank fourth, eighth and fifteenth in the world, rcspcctively." 

As to the content of EFTA's FTAs, they differ according to their date of 
conclusion and the economic development of the partner country. The older 
FTAs basically covcr trade in goods, without far-reachins provisions in other 
areas. Today, EFTA aims to conclude second-generation free trade agreements 
that cover as large a part of their economics as possible. A decreasing part of 
EFTA's GUP is generated from the industrial sector, but services have become 
much more important. 

Modem FTAs cover goods, senkes ,  investmenls, public procurement. 
intellectual property and include rules on competition This better reflects the 
economic realities of today and is in line with developments in the WTO. 

To sum up; some of thc main features of EFTA' experiences with FTAs arc 
as follows. Speaking with one voice strengthens EFTA's position. FTAs 
increase the conrpetitiveness of EFTA companies and pnmote cross-border 
investments. Tradc volumes have increased an average of 8 per cent with FTA 
partners versus 2 per cent with non-FTA partners. FTAs promotc closer 
political ties and, in some cases, provide a framework for technical 
cooperation. 

34 Financial limes; May 2004. 

'' World Competitivenesb Yearbook ?WS, Institute for Management 
Developmcnl. 
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It should he emphasizcd that whilc EFTA countries pursue a fi-ee trade 
policy, this in no way detracts from their ambitions for a well-fimctioning 
multilateral trading system under the WTO. The two approaches are mutually 
supporting. Dcvclopmcnts on one side havc a tendency to move things 
forward on the other. Consensus in the WTO decision-making process lcnds 
to ensure a lowest common denominator approach; while the FTAs offer an 
opportunity for further economic integration for those countries that are 
willing and able. 

4. EFTA and EU enlargement 

The enlargement of the EU in 2004 has important trade and economic 
consequences for many countries, in particular within Europe. EFTA strongly 
supported the reunification of Europe through enlargement, which they feel 
will conhihutc to pcacc. stability and economic dcvclopinent in the continent. 
Enlargement created the world's largest internal markel, with free movcmenl 
of goods, services, capital and labour. 

To illustrate some oTlhe iswes that EFTA was faced with leading up to EU 
enlargement in 2004, two examples are presented below. 

The first example concerns trade in fish between the L f l A  countries and 
Poland. Bcforc Poland's accession to thc EU (and consequently the F.EA 
Agreement), there was free trade in fish behveen EFTA and Poland on the 
basis of the EFTA-Poland FT4 of 1992. During the past 15 years, Poland 
built up its fish-processing industry, purchasing considerable amounts of raw 
material from Norway and Iceland. However, EFTA does not have complete 
frcc trade in fish with the EU. Therefore. ccrtain fish imports into Poland 
would be subject to duties under the common EU external tariff after 
enlargement. 

EFTA requested full free trade in fish with the t U  after enlargcmenl. 
EFTA argued, supported by Poland, that without frzc trade it was entitled to 
compensation under WTO rules. In addition, EFTA made the political 
argument that the trade liberalization process of cnlargcmcnt should not lead to 
increased harriers to trade. Initially, the EC disagreed. In the end, a 
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compromise solution was reached, whereby the EFTA side was granted duty- 
free quotas based on historical trade figures. The downsidc for EFTA with this 
solution is that any increase in certain fish exports will be subject to duties. For 
these products, EFTA will need to develop new markets. 

The second example is the request by the EU for the EFTA countries to 
participate in the cost of adjusting the economies of the EU-10 to the standards 
in the EU. The argument was that EFTA would benefit from increased market 
opportunities in the EU-10, since they are part of the internal market through 
the EEA Agreement or, in the case of Switzerland, have preferential access 
through bilateral agreements. 

From the EFTA standpoint, there was a strong willingness to help 
especially the Eastern European countries to solidify their economic and 
political position. They were already contributing important sums to this end. 
Thc differences of opinion lay with the amount of economic aid and how it 
should be administered. The argument by the EU that EFTA benefited from 
preferential access to its cnlarged market was not a strong one bccausc (a) 
EPTA already had FTAs with all the EU-10 except Malta and Cyprus, (b) 
trade barriers would be raised in some instances (certain fish products) and (c) 
EFTA's trade with thc EIJ-l U was a very small percentage of their total trade, 
about 2 per cent. 

Some of the rnain advantages of EU enlargement for EFTA countries were 
a gcncral decrease in Lrade barriers for goods through simplcr customs 
procedures, harmonized standards and other benefits deriving from the same 
economic legislation. In addition, ETAS with the Eli-l0 did not cover 
sewices, which are part of the internal market rules. The EEA Agreement also 
promotes better investment opportunities and provides for a common labour 
market. An cnlarged EU lntcmal Markct is vely much in EFTA's long-term 
economic interest and brings closer cooperation between the EU and EFTA 
member countries. 

In the period 1999-2003, the EEA-EFTA countries had madc binding 
commitments for financial assistance to the economically weaker economies in 
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the EEA, a total of €120 million. After enlargement, these contributions 
increased five fold, to €600 million over the next five-year period, 2004-2009. 

Table 2: Owvtrw of thc nrunft.l lurpport made avmUabIe by thd WA-EFTA 
catmtriw to the mdllctioa of rcouomic diapu41*c lathe EX& 1999-2003 

Averaged estimates in €million 

Table 5: Ovrrrbr/ d tb finmdmt s~lppaR made i~dlabIc  by the EKA-EPTA 
coontries ta the rrdnafon of economic dlsparltln in thc EU, 2064-2009 

Averaged estimates in h b o n  (Swiss contributions administered separately in 
connection with EU bilateral agreements) 

1999 

1 2004-5 ( 2005-6 1 2006-7 ( 2007-8 ( 2008-9 1 Total 

The contributions will go to the EU-10 as well as to Greece, Portugal and 
Spain. The largest recipients are Poland (46.8%). ~h~~ (10.1%), the Czech 
Republic (8.1%) and Spain (7.6%). The funds will be made available for 
projects in areas such as the environment sustainable development, European 
cultural heritage, human resources development, health and childcare. 

2000 

In addition to the EEA-EFTA contributions to the EU, both Norway and 
Switzerland agreed to give financial assistance to the EU bilaterally for the 
period 2004-2009. Norway's contribution is made in connection with the EEA 
Agreement, amounting to €567 million. However, Switzerland's contribution 
is made in connection with the Swiss-EU bilaterals, €651 million (CHF 1 
billion). 

2001 ( 2002 
EEA Financial 
Instrument 

2003 I Total 
24 24 120 24 24 24 
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The Norwegian hilateral contributions will only go the EU-I 0. The biggest 
recipients are Poland (49.0%), Hungary (13.1%) and the Czech Republic 
(1 1.0%). In addition to Lhe priorities of  the EEA financial mechanism, the 
Norwegian financial mechanism in particular will focus on implementing the 
acquis regarding thc cnvironmcnt and Schcngcn. Takcn together, the EEA and 
Notwegian contributions represent a 10-fold increase in payments to the EU 
afier enlargcmcnt, f 1,167 billion. 

Adding the Swiss bilateral cuntributions for EU cconomic developmcnt. 
the total increase in EFTA payments is a 15-fold increase, to €1,818 billion. 
However. the Swiss net payments may not change very much because the 
scheme replaces their direct bilateral assistancc to thc Eti-10. 

It should be noted for clarification that EFTA financial contributions to the 
EU are not the only payments made. Because of the extensive cooperation of 
the EEA Member countries through thc EEA Agreement, the EEA-EFTA 
countries contribute also to the EU budget to fund coopcration programmes 
such as in the areas of science and education. The total conmbutions for the 
next five-year period are estimated at closc to €900 million. However, a large 
portion of this is retumcd to the EEA-EFTA countries through grants of 
various kinds. 

The above payments by EFTA to the EU reflect the ccmomic success of 
the EFTA countries. They are a small hut significant contribution towards 
promoting peace, security and econolnic development in Europe, and come in 
addition to many othcr forms of cconomic assistance to Eastem European 
countries, which will not be described in detail here. 

As discussed above, €U enlargement represents a tremendous increase in 
opportunitics for furthcr developing tradc relations in Europe. This applies 
both for the EFTA countries, which have prekrcntial access to the €U market, 
as well as for othcr countries in Europe and beyond. Unified trade rules will 
simplify cross-border trade and decrease administrative costs. Thc immediate 
challenge for non-EU countries will hc to take advantage of the new 
opportunities presented. Already many companies arc developing thcir 
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networks in the EU-I0 to be able to participtc m the economic henctits that 
will follow 

The enlarged EU will also create new competitors with the non-EU 
countries, which must adapt to lake on this challenge. They will nccd to 
rertructurc as necessary. They will need to develop new markets outside the 
EU. A small example was mentioned ahove in the case of EFTA, i.e. for 
certain marine products. 

An important factor in kccping competitive is for the non-EU countries to 
develop their own free-trade relations. Especially for the smaller countries, a 
concerted approach has proven bcncficial, for examplc as in the case ofEFTA. 

Finally, the increasing trend towards preferential trade agreements presents 
challenges for the multilateral trading process. Developing the international 
trade rules of the WTO remains a very important Fdctor for all countries. 
Experience ha.; shown that frce-trade arrangements and the multilatcral process 
are mutually supportive. For example, European integration and the North 
American Free Tradc Agreement (NAFTA) contrihutcd to the successful 
conclusion of the GATT Uruguay Round. The increase in FTA arrangements 
worldwide will, one hopes, also fuel progress in the ongoing WTO 
negotiations. A successfid outcome will benefit all, in particular developing 
and transition economies. 

EFTA has proven a vcry successful model for prcferential trade for 45 
years. EFTA has close links with the EU, through the EEA .4greement and the 
Swiss bilateral agreements. Because of the close EFTA-EU cooperation, 
enlargement has significant consequences for the EFTA countries. For thc 
most part, they share a common market for goods, services, capital and labour, 
the largest market in the world of its kind. Enlargement will bring cconomic 
benefits. while the costs include significant financial commitments by EFTA, 
as well as modest trade reslrictions on certain product cdtegorics. The 
challenges ahead will be to develop ncw trading opportunities with the EU, to 
look for new markets outside the EU, and to develop the multilatcral trading 
system. 
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Chapter 1.3 

Financing for Development in the 
UNECE Region: The Issues Facing 
South-East Europe 

Mr Leonardo Baroncelli, Deputy D~recror Generat, Central European 
Inltianve Executive Secreturud (CEI-ES), Italy 

UNECE is making a remarkable contribution to economic cooperation in 
Europe. In the framework of the CEI-UNECE Memorandum of 
Understanding, it has offered us its expertise in basic analysis on small and 
medium-sized enterprise (SME) development, as well as in organizational 
services both for Central European Initiative (CEI) and joint events. 

After the May 2004 enlargement, an EU made up of 25 countries has 
emerged, with 450 million inhabilants, a GDP amounting to over E10,000 
billion and more opportunities for economic prosperity, essential for long-term 
stability in this continent. 

Since its inception in 1989, the CEI has encouraged dialogue and 
cooperation in the region, well beyond the EU borders, as the more effective 
means of avoiding the creation of new dividing lines and bringing its non-EU 
members closer to the European dimension. 

To some extent, CEI activities have been anticipated in the European 
Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) prepared by the EC in Bn~ssels. 

After a 15-year experience, the organization is facing a new situation: 
currently out o f  17 member countries, seven are EU members. The centre of 
gravity of the CEI mission is shifting accordingly and underscores the 
impurtance of multiplying efforts primarily in the direction of meinher 
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countries that for some years tu comc nced to concentratc on a reform process 
and upgrade their institutional capacities. This also means rhar five members 
that recently joined EU and had been recipients of CEI supporf shall provide 
fresh help to the member States still outside the EU borders. 

To this purposc, we are promoting ncw arrangements betwcen the cnlarged 
F U  and its neighbouring countries, both parties to CEI. 

Furthermore, the Initiative is focusing more on specific, project-oriented 
activities such as technical cooperation and development programmes aiming 
at supporting growth and in pasticular the institutional and economic 
enhancement of countries in special need. A numhcr of projects and 
international events, co-sponsored by the CEI through its Funds, are 
implemented in a varicty of ficlds. 

Indeed, the two Funds available to us - the Italian Trust Fund at the 
European Bank for Reconshuclion and Development (EBRD) and the 
Cooperation Fund - have already demonstrated their usefulness. A recent 
repori on the CEI Trust Fund at the EBRD (€27 million contributed by the 
Italian Government since 1991) has highlighted a group of priority projects 
where a CEI grant value of €4 million has facilitated (by technical 
cooperation) EBRD investments worth E360 million. With regard to its 
cooperation activities more then 100 projects have been approved since 2002. 
CH's  total contribution amountcd to €1.4 million about 13 pcr cent of a total 
cost of cooperation projects amounting to €10 nlillion. 

The Pro,ject Secretariat and the related Trust Fund are the main inst~umerits 
for this purpose. Thc mission of thc Project Secretariat is to assist the 
transformation of strategies and project ideas into bankable projects or 
fimdable programmes. The CEI Tmst Fund at the EBRD is available for this 
purposc. It is used to support technical cooperation linkcd to investment 
projects, such as feasibility studies, technical assistancc and project 
snpen4sion. It is also nsed for promoting a favourable economic and 
institutional cnvironmcnl in membcr States, by organizing training 
programmes, workshops, know-how exchange, advisory services, etc. under 
the heading of Dcvelopnicnt Programmcs and Cooperation Activities. Another 
area is the promotion of "project ideas" through matchmaking investors with 
financial and technical sources, using thc CElnet database, paper 
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documentation (c.g. The Project Guidc), and meeting opportunities. All these 
activities have a main point of convergence in space and time in the annual 
Summit Economic Forum. 

The regional focus is central in our mission. Since economic prosperity is 
essential for long-term stability in the region, CEI provides assistancc and 
support to the privatization process; it promotes SME development and helps 
create a business environment conducive to private economic activities and 
foreign private investment. Propmmcs and projects are mainly carried out in 
cooperation with other regional initiatives, intemational organizations, 
international financial institutions and, more recently, NGOs. 

Activities, regarding growth and competitivcncss, concentrate on 
promoting industrial outsourcing, know-how transfer (tool: Know-how 
Exchangc Programme - KEP), matchmaking of investment project ideas (tool: 
Networking System) and generally on fostering private sector involvement 
(tool: Annual CEI Summit Economic Forum (SEF); linked with the Summit 
Mccting of the Heads of Govcmment and with the Round Table of the 
Ministers of Economic Sectors). 

The SEF is a major opportunity for the whole Central European region to 
cstablish business contacts and to offer or request cooperation on projects. In 
previous years, this top econon~ic event attractcd approxiinately 1,300 
participants (industry leaders, senior government officials from the 17 member 
countries, nationallinternational organizations, financial institutions, other 
regional initiatives together with businesspersons and scnior experts) and 
addressed issues linked to the European Enlargement and regional cooperation 
through projects and programmes for institutional and business development in 
Central and Eastem Europe. 

As f i r  tradc and enterprise, the creation of a wide panEuropean market, 
based on compatible or harmoni~ed rulea and on further trade liheralizat~on 
will bring considerable economic advantages to CEI-EU and non-EU 
mcmhers. 

Howcver, the benefits of the enlargement do not accrue automatically, nor 
do they apply evenly across counhics, sectors and local communities. The 



Cumpeling in a changing Europe 

policies of countries themselves will determine their ability to benefit fully 
from the EU enlargement. 

In the new CEI-EU members, the incorporation of the EU standards into 
the relevant domestic legislation will consolidate thc institutional structures 
and thus will offer better guarantees for enterprises and investors. In the 
remaining CEI countries. the completion of reforms in order to provide fresh 
impetus to the market economy and to the privatization process, to business. 
know-how and manufacturing technique transfer is needed. 

Regional financial institutions could accelerate growth and competitivcness 
by providing technical cooperation support ( p n t s )  together with investment 
operations, credit lines for SMEs with specific facilitation programmes, 
support trade and outsourcing. A sibmificant contribution from regional 
financial institutions could concentrate ou promoting institution building and a 
policy dialogue to develop joint solutions with Governments. Looking at the 
CEI-ERRD experience, regional financial institutions could develop 
cooperation with regional organizations. This cooperation generally adds a 
considerable regional dimension to investments by the international financial 
institutions, widcning the "demonstration effect" and know-how transfer 
potential of projects. Countries in the region (different from thc project country 
location) usually involvcd as obscwers in the project development directly 
benefit from hest practices and lessons learned. 

Finally, it is necessaw to forge a stronger partnership between and m n g  
Governments, businesses. regional organizations and civil society in order to 
take full advantage of the most recent EU enlargement. This is a task that no 
entity can accomplish alonc For our part we are comnlitted to working closely 
with multilateral and business partners to sharc experience through dialogue to 
enhance the role of the regional approach as a catalyst for growth and 
development and for a greater and quicker integration of all CEI countries into 
the changing European economy. 
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South-East European Cooperation 
Process 

H E .  Mr. Doru Romul~~s Coslea, Ambussurlor, Head of the Purliummt Mksion 
ofRomania to fhe Ofice ofthe United Nations and Specialized Agencies in 
Switzerland 

The South-East European Co-operation Process (SEECP), which was 
created as a non-institutionalized regional cooperation structure in 1996 
following a Bulgarian initiative, is a worthy example of how countries of 
various of international status and different national idcntities can work 
together irrespective of their past. Seventy years ago, the Romanian Nicolae 
Titulcscu, whosc name is closely linked to the Leaguc of Nations, started thc 
Pact of Balkan Agreement - Pacte d'Entente Balcanique, so that one can really 
talk about a certain tradition of cooperation in this region. 

The SEECP includes a member of the EU (Greece); two EU acceding 
countries (Bulgaria and Romania); EU candidate countries (Croatia, the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey); States parties to the 
Stabilization and Association Process to thc EU (Albania, Rosnia and 
Herzegovina and Serbia and Montenegro). Moldova is also observer 10 lhe 
Process. 

The defining element of the SEECP may be found in its being the only 
forum in South-East Europe that is created and managed exclusively by the 
countries of the region. It is based on "regional ownership", as a means to 
si&icantly contribute to thc improvement of the political climate in an area 
that has, for years experienced many conflicts. 
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On the occasion of the European Council in Thessalonlki (June 2003), an  
EU-Western Balkans Summit was organized, for the first time, with the 
participation of several countries of our region. Indeed, this proved to hc the 
best way to solve many problems related to security, stability and development 
in our region The European pam~erships for the Western Balkans, supported 
by the EC, represent a ncccssary stage in implementing the Thessaloniki 
Agenda. It is the strongest motivation to continue the democratic reforms and 
the social and institutional modernization, in order to achieve increased 
economic pcrformancc. 

Romania intends to make usc of all mechanisms and inshumcnts promoting 
the European integration of all SEF.CP countries, and is ready to offer its own 
experiencc regarding thc Europcan integration proccss to countries that wish to 
accede to the CU. It is important to maintain a vision ol' integrating all SEECP 
countries as full EU members and of their major role in stimulating economic 
development. All these countries are working hard on continuing the reforms 
needed to provide ccmomic growth and a thomugh transformation into a 
market economy. The Romanian Prime Minister has pointed to the fact that 
European integratiun cannot happen overnight: it is a process that requires a 
whole mix of changes from legal and institutional frameworks, to values and 
mentalities. 

Competitiveness: challenge and opportunity 
In this mix, the hardest change to achieve is competitiveness: it's not just a 

set of rules and regulations, which, in most of our economies, were somewhat 
rigid and flat. Competitiveness is one of the keys to making the economy 
sensitive to market demands. able to use technological progress, and ready to 
take into accouilt financial flows. It helps. as it is conditioned by, political 
stability and good governance. All these [actors are challenges and 
opportunities that the countries in the region and beyond are aware of. 

Regional strategies for reconstruction and development have become self- 
sustaining, which is proven by various initiatives such as thc creation of a 
regional market for energy and gas, to be integrated into the EU Internal 
Electricity Market. Romania considers that SEECP could contrihutc to the 
concertation of efforts in promoting significant regional projects on 
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infrastructure modcmiration -roads. railways, energy, water managcmcnt and 
telecommunications. 

Cooperation among our countries means, among other things, bcing able to 
do away with barriers to regional trade in goods and services: maintailling 
acccss to public procurement and regulating State aid and competition policies. 
This will help in making rapid progress from being a troubled area to being a 
reliable, busincss-oriented fast-growing region and credible business partners. 

The countries of SEE m relatively low-ranked in most of the reports 
related to competitiveness. If we take a look at the recent (ilohal 
Competitiveness Report issued by the World Economic Forum, we will see 
that, among the 102 countries included in the report, the SEE countries are 
ranked, with only one exception - Greece. an EU member - far below the 
second half of the tahlcs referring to Growth and Busincss Competitiveness. 
Among the problematic factors for doing business, the most recurrent for our 
region are tax regulations and tax ratcs, acccrs to financing, inefficient 
bureaucracy, corruption, policy instability, but also isolated, yet strongly 
influencing factors such as inflation, govcmmcnt instability, rest~ictive labour 
regulations. 

The role of competitiveness for the succcss hoth in achieving high 
economic growth and as a prerequisite in the process of European integration 
is indisputable. Our countries have solid competitive advantages, having a 
well-educatcd workforce and rather low labour costs, which allow for Fat 
economic growth, provided necessary reforms are implemented to tackle the 
problems of high unemployment and low investment. Prospects seem good for 
this conlplex endeavour to be successful. What we all need is consistency and 
resilience. Many countries in the region arc dctcnnincd to prove they have 
both. 
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Chapter 1.5 

Establishment and Further Development 
of the GUAM Organization 

Mr. Oleh Napov, Head of the Division on Trade Policy and Cooperation with 
International Economic Organizations, Economic Cooperation Department, 
Ministw ?/'Foreign Affhir,~, U h i n r  

The GUAM group, consisting initially of four countries - Georgia, 
Ukraine, Azerbaijan and Moldova - was established on l0  October 1997 in 
Strasbourg in the course of the Council of Europe Summit, during which a 
Joint Communique of the Presidents of Ukraine, Georgia, Azerbaijan and 
Moldova was adopted. In this document, the "Strasbourg Communiqui", the 
Presidents stressed the need tbr developing quadrilateral cooperation to 
promote stability and strengthen security in Europe on the basis of the 
principlcs of respect for sovereignty, territorial integrity, inviolability of State 
frontiers, democracy, rule of law and respect for human rights. The 
Communique officially strengthened the bradual political rapprochement and 
deepening of practical cooperation between the countries in many spheres in 
the international arena, as well as in their bilateral relations. 

Later, in accordancc with the Washington Declaration, adopted as a result 
of the meeting of the Presidents of GUAM member countries and Uzbekistan 
which took placc on 24 April 1999 in Washington (within the framework of 
the summit meeting of the Euro-Atlantic Partnership Council), the format of 
the forum was transformed to "GUUAM". In May 2005, Uzbekistan officially 
withdrew from the organization, which then went back to its original name. 

Then, on 6 November 2000 in New York, in the course of the fifty-fifth 
session of the United Nations General Assembly, the Presidents of the GUAM 
member countries adopted the "New York Memorandum", which envisages 
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intensifying cooperation within GUAM and rendering it multilcvcl. 
Furthermore, the decision was taken to hold regular summits of the heads of 
States and meetings of the ministers for foreign affairs of GUAM member 
countries and to establish a coordinating body - the Committcc of National 
Coordinators. The creation of conditions for inter-branch and direct contacts 
between corresponding State bodies and agencies was agreed on as being the 
main task of cooperation. Ensuring effective hnctioning of the Europc- 
Caucasus-Asia transport corridor and development of its infrastructure was to 
he  accorded top priority 

On 7 Iunc 2001, the first Summit of the GUAM Presidents in Yalta was a 
crucial event in the formation and institutionalization of this regional 
organization as an international structure. The "Yalta Charter". signed by the 
Prcsidcnts in the course of the Summit, determined the purposes, principles 
and directions of cooperation of the 

The most essential direction of GUAM's current cooperation is the Project 
on Trade and Transportation Facilitation. which provides for the establishment 
of a tiee trade area among participating countries. to he  implemented in strict 
compliance with the norms and principles of the WTO, as well as the further 
development of the transport and energy corridors of continental significance, 
which are situated in the region. 

Moreovcr, today the cooperation among member countries gocs beyond 
bilateral relations, aiming at tuning GUAM into an instrument that may secure 
safety and stability in one of the most unsettled parts of the world. GUAM is 
able to contribute to world community efforts to combat terrorism and other 
challenges to security and stability in the immediate proximity of the 
boundaries of Europe. Signed at the 2003 Summit, the Agrecmcnt on the 
Establishment of the GUAM Virtual Center for Fight agaiust Terrorism. 
Organi~ed Crime, Drug Trafficking and Other Dangerous Types of Crimes and 

16 Grounds of the organizational structure of G U M  laid down in the Charter 
have fixed the exkting mechanism of cooperation of the panicigating States. According 
to the Yalta Charter, GUAM presidency is carried out by the participating Statcs in 
alphabetical order during a period bctwcen the meetings of the Heads of States. 
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the GUAM Interstate Informat~on Management Systcm prcscnt concrete 
~nstruments of cooperat~on in this tield 

Implementation of the 1 rrade Area 

On 20 July 2002, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Moldova and Ukraine signed the 
Free Trade Agreement, a framework agreement setting out the necessary 
conditions for the ficc movcmcnt of goods and services among the countries, 
aiming at promoting economic growth and maintaining sustainable 
development in the region. 

To achieve the goals set out in the Agreement, the participants committed 
to eliminating all customs duties and taxes in their mutual trade, as well as to 
removing any quantitative limitations and other obstacles to the free movement 
of goods and services. At the same time, they undertook to develop an 
effective system of m u t ~ d  settlement of accounts and payments. 

The Participating Parties also undertook to cooperate in the fields of 
standardization, metrology and certification with the purpose of removing 
technical barriers to trade. 

They also agreed to take the necessary measures for ensuring maximum 
simplification and unification of customs formalities, in particular, through 
establishing common forms of customs and shipping documentation, based on 
international agreements and arrangements. Moreover, the Agrecmcnt fnrcsecs 
further harmonization of customs proccdures, as well as mutual recognitiot~ of 
customs documeilts and guarantees. 

The Parties have also agreed not to grant export and other subsidies to 
enterprises within their territories if the conditions of fair competition are 
violated as a result of such subsidies. In this regard they undertook to ensure 
the transparency of the measures related to the granting of subsidies. 

All other arrangements rorming the scopc of the Agreement, such as 
freedom of transit, re-export of commodities, antidumping and special 
measures, rules of definition of a country of origin, public procurement, 
intellectual property protection etc. are in full compliance with the WTO 
principles and international practice. 
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-4s regard services, the Contracting Parties agreed to create conditions for 
the liberalization of their national markets of services and, on the basis of 
reciprocity, shall strive for the gradual removal of limitations with a view to 
the creating conditions for fiee rendering of services within thc frcc trade area. 

Upon thc consent of thc participants, the Agreement shall be open for 
accession by any State recognizing the goals and principles of h e  association 
and the provisions of the Agrccmcnt. 

In particular, the cxpcctcd outcomc of the implementation of the Free 
Trade Area and other projects withm the GUAM framework are: 

Creat~on of more fivourable conditions for the steady development of 
trade in the region; 

Wider and active introduction of internationally accepted trade policy 
principles and mstruments based on their complete conronnity to 
WTO rules and norms; 

Using advantages, benefits and new opportunities fiom EU 
enlargement, as well as minimizing of possible negative economic 
consequences from expected increased competition throughout the 
European region after enlargement; 

Rcliahlc, stablc and safc functioning of transport corridors running 
through the region, in particular, ensuring alternative delivery of 
crude oil to Europe. 

We cons~der our jolnt efforts to be part of a comprehensive ~nvolvcmcnt 
with the European Econom~c Arca and the developmg transcontinental 
transportation network. 

The average trade turnover among the four countries participating in thc 
Agreement is currently around % I  billion. 

Among the next priority actions fur developing the legal basis for the 
GUAM Free Trade Area are the following: 



Agreement on the creation of a working body ensuring coordination 
of action by the State participants for maintenance of performance of 
the Agreement provisions; 

Protocol on rules of origin; 

Apeement on the re-export of goods and issuing of re-export 
pe~missions; 

Ageement on the order of granting of the information regarding the 
existing taxes and other dues and fees of a fiscal nature; . Agrccrnent on creation of conditions for liberalization of the markets 
for services; 

Agreement on the order of customs registration and customs controls; . Agreemcnt on import licensing; . Agreement on rules of procedure for dispute settlements; . Agreemcnt on application of technical, medical, pharmaceutical, 
sanitary, phytosanitary and veterinary norms, mles and requirements 
as to the goods imported into the markets of the GUAM countries; 

Agreement on cooperation forthe protection of the consumers' rights; 

Agreement on cooperation in the field of labour m~gration and social 
protection of m~grant workers: . Agreement on cooperation on intellectual property rights protection; 

Agreemcnt on development of industrial cooperation. 

Any technical and expert assistance in this regard from the United Nations 
and the EU institutions would be welcome. 

In conclusion, Ukrainc regards participation in GUAM as an importanl 
element in maintaining the sustainable development in the region. 



Annex l 
International legal Instruments mdopted within the framework of GUAM 

Yalta Charter of (XJAM 

Convcntmn of GUAM member States on Rendcr~ng Mutual 
Ass~stance m Consular Issues 

Regulat~onr on thc Counc~l of Mm~ster\ for F o r e ~ p  Affd~rs of 
GUAM Countnes 

Agreement on Creatmn of Free Trade Area 

Temporaly Regulations relating to the Information Offlce of GUAM 
in Kyiv 

Decis~on of the Heads of GUAM member Statcs concerning the 
Status of Obscrvcrs of GUAM Activ~t~es . Agreement on Cooperation between the Governments of GUAM 
member States in the Sphere of Struggle against Terrorism, 
Organized Crime and other nangerous Kinds of Crimes 

Instruments relating to cooperation in separate bpheres 

Aunn 2 
Organhatlonal strnctnre of GUAM 

The organizational structure of GUAM is currently composed of: . The supreme body, wh~ch is the annual meetlng of the Presidents of 
GUAM member Statc5, 

The executlvc body, wh~ch 1s the Council of Mm\tcrs for Fore~gn 
Affairs of GUAM inember States, 

The working body in the form of the Committee of National 
Coordmators of GUAM conslstmg of coordinators, one from each 
member %ate, 

The Infomiation Office in Kyiv; 

Coordination of cooperation between GUAM member States at the 
branch level is laid upon eight Working Groups, that is, for power 
cngineering; transport; trade and economics; information science and 
telecommunications; cultnre; science and education; tourism; the 
struggle against terrorism, organized crime and the dissemination of 
dmgs. 
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Chapter 2.1 

Eastern European Digital Modernization 

Mr. Jaroslaw K Ponder, European institute for Inlernationul Ecunvnzic 
Relations 

This paper reviews the developments in the TCT markets in Estonia, 
Hungary, Lithuania, Latvia, Poland. Slovakia, Slovenia, and the Czech 
Republic (hercinakr CEEC-8) before they became members of the Eu.~' This 
analysis offers valuable insights for candidate countries. Special attention is 
devoted to the problem of digital modemization, this being considered the 
most important prerequisite for the process of technological and economic 
convergence 

Former market separations for fixed and mobile voice transmission, TV 
and radio broadcasting are blurred by digitization, resulting in the cmcrgcnce 
of more competitive, larger markets. This convergence has major implications 
in ccom~mic and regulatory perspectives. The fact that the United Kingdom 
already set up an integrated regulatory agency in 2003 testifies to the new 
regulatory landscape in the digital sector - broadly defined - in Europe. 

The CEEC-8 started at the beginning of the 1990s a proccss of fundamental 
political and economic transformation, aiming at a functioning market 
economy and the development of a conlpetitive industrial sector.'%or about a 
decade, the economic policy of lhese cuuntrics has been dominated by efforts 
to solve transformation problems in the fields of social, economic or labour 
market policy, this being a natural consequence of the proccss of transition 

'' In May 2004 all CEEC-8 countries joined the EU. 

In addition, the stability of institutions guaranteeing democracy, the lule of law, 
human rights and respect for and protection of minorities was also a priority at the time. 
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from the old centrally planned economy to a new decentralized system 
(Kolodko, 2002). Tclccommunications had not been a priority for reform. 
Certainly, competition policy was part o f  a systemic transfomation and the 
regulatory policy of infrastnicture sectors, but no special emphasis being 
placed on the telecommunications scctor. 

For many years thc ecommic potential of both the telecommunications 
sector and ICT was not properly appreciated. Short-term budgetary revenue 
aspects o f  telecommunications services offered by a national monopoly 
operator - were often considered more important than long-term aspects of 
digital modernization, the telecommunications sector and the associated 
spillover effects. In thc socialist period, CEEC teIecommunications could he 
characterized as backward and poorly performing3' and as being a source of a 
tremendous "digital divide" in basic communications infrastructure at the 
European l c ~ c l . ~  The situation has changed since 198911990, although there is 
still a large modernization gap, with the EU-10 fru. away from EU  standard^.^' 

Considering the social and economic advantages associated with well- 
performing telecommunications systems in developed countries, CEEC-8 
celtainly found in the run-up to E1J membership that modernization 
opportunities were neglected in the early 1990s when policymakers showcd 

'' Within CEEC-8 in 1989, telephone penetratio11 rates were even below 
2 per cent in mnl areas and below 8 per cent in cities, niain lines digitaliralion rates 
hper cent, number of main lines not connected to automalic exchanges up to 
10 pcr cent. telephone faults up to 60 prr 100 users per ycar. (ITU, 2002) 

M Thc underdeveloped telecon~n~unications infrastn~cture has achieved a political 
dinlension in April 1997, when access to telecommunications had been considered a 
hasic human right. In 1997; the United Nations issued a statement on Univenal Access 
to Basil. Communication and Infomalion Services. 

" To avoid any misunderstanding, it should be mentioned that here the term EU 
standards does not refer to the technological aspects of modernization. as  is normally 
common Here it refers to thc preferences according to ICT consuniption. It is 
imponant to know that these slightly differentiate themselves in Central and Eastern 
Europe from EU developments. 
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limited interest in upgrading and restructuring the telecommunications sector." 
The countrics that joined the EU in the 199Os, and that were at the time less 
advanced - including Finland and Ireland - received a boost to economic 
development from the modernization of telecommunications: the stimulation 
of broader ICT sectors can have positive long-tcrm effccts on productivity 
growth and output dynamics. This clearly points to potential for digital 
catching-up in Eastern Europe. 

For Ccntral and Eastern European countries: the problem of digital 
modernization is especially important because of the following aspects: 

lntegration process: Assuming that thc cconomic significance cif 
information and communications technologies in EU countries increases 
exponentially, the underdeveloped ICT environment in CEECs can lead to a 
sustained digital divide within the Community. From a medium-term 
perspective, such a divide would become an obstacle in the process of 
European integration; in a single EU-25 market, countries having relatively 
poor lulecommunications and Intemet infrastruclure will face high 
communication costs - and transaction costs, in particular for international 
trade - which are similar to a tariff m trade. Moreover, FDI inflows would he 
rather low as multinationals need a modem telecommunications nctwurk to 
optimally organize production abroad; as roughly one third of international 
trade is intra-company trade (within multinational finns), countries attracting 
only small FDT intlows on a pcr capita basis will also suffer from non-realized 
trading opportunities. 

Process of economic catching-up: ICT brings ncw oppoltunities to 
accelerate the process of catching-up. Governments as well as thc business 
community in CEEC-X should understand the opportunities of K T  and provide 
adequate ICT investments as well as incentives to attract ICT producers. ICT 
pruducts will cewainly bc imported to a large extent in CEEC-8; however, 
taking a look at Ireland - a major producer of ICT in the 1980s and the 1990s 
among members of the OECD - it is obvious that small, less advanced 

32 It has to be taken in consideration that the systemic transformation process 
embodies a very high level of complexity and sometimes gives policym,kelkers little room 
for promoting the most convenient and optimal strategy Sor modernization of old 
structured economies. 
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countries under certain circumstances can attract high technology 
multinationals in the ICT sector. Given the fact that wages in Eastern Europe 
are much lowcr than in EU-15 and that there is a broad base of skilled labour 
in severalEastern European countries, it could bc possible to am-act major ICT 
producers. Hungary successfilly attracted IBM as a producer and exporter of 
hard disks in the 1990s. Yet in the course of dynamic product cycle, IBM 
closed its Hungarian factory in  2002 and relocated production. Poland and 
Estonia have begun to actively try to attract foreign ICT producers. 

1. Digital modernization 

"Digital modernization" is basically understood here as the process through 
which historically developed sectors and institutions in the field of 
computation, communication and data storage switch to digitally oricnted 
tcchnologies and procedures; in particular, switching from analogue 
transmission of voice and pictures to digital transmission is crucial. 
Digitization allows a wide array of innovative recombination of digitally 
stored information and knowledge as well as the use of both in computer- 
controlled production or service provision. Digital modernization reflects a 
broad dynamic increase in knowledge and allows for the development and 
management of novel complex systems. Broader modernization waves have 
typically been accompanied by a scientific r e ~ o l u t i o n . ~ ~  

Narrowly deiincd, digilizalion can be understood as the process of 
conversion of a system from analogue to digital. The process of digitalization 
specifically concerns technological aspects and makes it possible to gencratc, 
process and transmit any type of infonnation (voice, data. video) in a binary 
system of zcros and ones. This technological revolution has broad 
implications, especially in hcc dimensions (e.g. quality, spced and capacity). 

With respect to ICT, digitization has tu be dcfined broadly. On the one 
hand, it concerns the process of digitization of existing communication 
networks, access infrastructure, products and services; on the other hand. it 
stands for an element of a changing market structure since digitization 

13 This definition has been formulated based on the dcfinition of modcmization 
presented by C.E. Black in "Dynamics of Modernization" (1996). 



implicitly merges formerly ~eparated markets such as voice telephony, cable 
TV and mobile telephony. Hence it goes along with an implicit opening up of 
markets and a merging of markets. Digital modernization is thus pro- 
competitive. 

Digitization also raises doubts about whether telecommunications is a 
natural monopoly. Taking into account the sw iva l  of several mobile operators 
in several FU countries, the mobile telephony business certainly is not a 
natural monopoly (the standard assumption of traditional telephony). The issue 
of natural monopoly is morc complex when it comes to fixed line telcphony 
wherc high sunk costs imply that markets are only weakly contestable; actual 
and potential competition are rather weak unless one could duplicate - at 
similar costs - nationwide networks on the basis of mobile communication 
technology. The more users consider mobile telephony a substitute for fixed 
linc telephony, the more obsolete the natural monopoly argument in telephony. 
Whether mobile telephony and fixed line telephony are complementaly or 
substitutive is an empirical question. For certain youngcr strata of  thc 
population, mobile telephony might well be a substitute for fixed line 
telephony. However, this certainly does not hold true for the majority of 
telephone users. 

Digitization allows for a much more flexible and efficient management of 
spectrum than previous technologies; as spectrnm is a scarce input in 
communication digitization, this amounts to factor-augmenting tcchnological 
progress. From a technical point of view, digitization makes systems rather 
open. Any new network operator interested in linlung up with the public 
network will find the existence of digital transmission much easicr than 
reliance on the old analogue system. Digitization opens up a wide range of 
business opportunities especially for areas with a hi& rate of return. 
Digitization of communication systems influences the cost lunctions of firms. 
It reduces the marginal costs of communication services and thereby brings 
efficiency gains at the firm level, hut this also uses transaction costs, which, in 
turn, implies trade creation. 

Digital modernization should also he seen as a dynamic competitive 
process. As such, modcmization is a kcy element for imjor suppliers; all 
competitors arc stimulated to upgrade existing technologies. Many companies 
enrich their business activities, and in addition to the core business, firms 
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intensify research and development. Thus companies contribute more activcly 
to the national innovation system, thereby enhancing the competitiveness of 
the whole economy. 

Digital modernization boosts the crcation of new markets, thus creating 
perspectivcs for new business opportunities in many companies. This 
observation refers to both the ICT sector, expanding through an increasing 
demand for use of advanced information and communication technologies, and 
to firms in the old economy. It alx] refers to the products and services which 
can be digitalized and traded electronically. Without digitization, the creation 
of new communications systems and platforms such as fast Intemet, high 
definition television, advanced satellite TV and satellite and mobile telephony 
would not be possible. Digitiration reinforces the rolc of information as a 
production factor; growing dependence on information in production processes 
parbly reflects the dynamics o f a  new economy and of a new economic sector, 
the information sector (Porata, 1974, 1976; Dduba, 2002). 

The process of convergence is stimulated by digital modcmization. 
Digitization eliminates existing borders between various kinds of information 
v o i c e ,  video, data. The dynamics of markets and technologies will lead to a 
multilayer pnlccss of convergencc in nctworks as well as in services. 
Digitization will also stimulate interactivity in many fields; and this is relevant 
for the business sector and private l~ouseholds, and Governments as well. 

Digital modernization stimulates internationalization of the economy. 
Generally speaking, the process of digitization is effectively melting various 
information and communications platforms or making them easier to 
interoperate. Through digital modernization, the EU-I0 will get broad acccss 
to a borderless cyberspace that is relevant in nearly all sectors. However, as 
regards carrier services, there are EU rules which have to be implemented in 
member countries. The fact that digitization creates new and larger 
international markets plays a crucial role especially for the small economies 
wherc the home market is rather small and where economic b~owth can be 
strongly stimulated through intcmational cooperation 01- trade-promoting 
activities. 

As communication is a rcciprocal act and since some network externalities 
in some ICT fields are international, EU-l5 countries will gain from the digital 
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modernization of the EU-10. Increasing use of ICT will stimulate trade within 
the enlarged EU. Digital modernization will finally stimulate diversification in 
ICT production and in digital services, whereby countries will try to exploit 
digital comparative advantages. Countries which are richly endowed with 
information and information capital - plus complementary human capital - 
will specialize in information intensive goods in production and exports. This 
is a natural development in a dynamic international division of labour. 

D~g~tlzation enhances democratic procedures and can stimulate efficiency 
gains in the public sector. The effects of digit~zat~on are twofold: 

Digitization of information systems of the public sector can raise 
cfficiency. New digital services can be introduced, many traditional 
serviccs automated, and all serviccs will bccome morc reliable. As 
CEEC-8 has to modernize public administration, this creatcs many 
opportunities for welfare gains and productivity increases; and 

The speed of infbrniation flows within public administration and 
democratic institutions will be enhanced, and thus the efficiency and 
transparency of governing bodies increased. As digital modernization 
reduces the marginal costs of public selvices, there could be cost- 
cutting cffects and thus a wclco~ne incentive for the provision of 
public services in a situation in which budgetar): consolidatiun ranks 
high for all the EU-25 in the context of the Stability and Growth Pact 
(with limitations for the debl-GDP ratio and the deticit-GDT' ratio). 
More transparency might also help to reduce corruption significantly, 
bringing an increase in. the credibility of public institutions 

Essentially, digitization will help to meet the Copenhagen criteria in 
several ways. EU-10 countries could find it easier to withstand the competitive 
pressure in thc EU Single Markct and irnpmve the efficielicy of public 
institutions, in turn resulting in higher investment, growth; employment and 
tax revenues. 

ror aecades, the communication 'infrastructure in Central and Eastern 
European countries has been underdeveloped compared with other European 
countries with similar per capita income. Tn the socialist system, the 
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Communist Party considered communication systems politically sensitive and 
put a clear priority on communication among firms; individual 
teleconrmunications was neglected to a largc degree, leading to low telecom 
density. The political change in 198911990 altered the political paradigms. 
Diversified preferences of both households and the business sector became 
accepted, the telecommunications monopoly was restructured, and in some 
countries partial privatization began. Modernization measures in the public 
switched telephone network (PSTN) are especially worth noting, especially in 
terms of digital modemization. The experience of the most advanced countries 
at a global lcvel shows how digitization crucially upgrades the quality of the 
core communication infrastructure. opening up new areas for digital 
communications. I n t e ~ d t e d  serviccs digital networks (ISDN) and xDSL 
(generic digital subscriber line) have been introduced as interim technologies 
t o  bolster existing network performancc within acceptable cost parameters.44 

Poor and analogue fixed infrastructure has forced the EU-10 to intensify 
investment in the telecommunications sector, whcre two aspects were 
emphasized: 

The telecommunications network and scrvice accessibility bad to he 
extended relatively quickly, and the quality standards had to bc 
simultaneously improved; 

Subscriber lines and trunk networks had to be modernized; such 
modernization is considered a prerequisite for the provision of new 
digital communication services (e.g. broadhand data transmission). 

Taking the penetration rates of fixed telephony in 1991 as the point of  
reference, and an EU avcrage penetration rate in 2002 of 54 per 100 
inhabitants (MM, 2003) for an interim desirable optimum in the EU-10, thc 
required capital for digital modernization and the extension of a fixed 
telephone network for each country can roughly be estimated as shown in 
table 1. To achieve the average EU level of fixed telephone penetration, the 

U ISDN is increasingly being deployed in fixed line telephony networks, which 
have found their market niches in the high-speed lntemet access and SOH0 (small 
onice-home ofice) markets. xDSL provides a temporary fix by using the existing 
copper drop plant to support broadband applications; it givcs the telephone companies 
thc ability to ~xmpete with the cable-TV operators' coaxial drop bandwidth advantage. 
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EU-I0 should install 30.5 million telephone lines and hear thc additional costs 
for the digital modernization of existing networks. Supposing that the costs of 
new telephone connections (digitally compatible) amount on average to 
$1,000,'~ the mere extension of fixed telephony networks would require 
investment exceeding $30 billion in the region. 

In addition, the costs of modernization of old fixed line infrastructure have 
to be considcred. According to Welfens and Graack (1997), the incremental 
costs of upgrading existing networks to standards allowing basic digital 
communication, e.g. Integrated Services Digital Network (ISDN), range from 
20 per cent to 30 per cent of total investment. Thus for all of CEEC-8, the 
capital needed fix upgrading existing networks would range from $1.9 to $2.9 
billion. Such upgrading investment could be financed through retained 
earnings and bank loans. Increasing investment in order to achieve higher 
penetration rates in fixed line telephony will require raising new equity capital 
in stock markets; tight governmental budget deficits make it very difficult to 
augment the capital base of the dominant operator by i~jecting new 
government funds. 

By the end of 2002, telephone penetration had not achieved the EU level. 
Given the enormous technological progress in mobile telephony and falling 
prices of the respective equipment, mobile telephony is relatively important in 
overall telephony within the EU-10; in addition, there is cable TV in urban 
areas, as well as other options which seem to have become a substitute for 
fixed tine investment. 

Through the end of 2001, about 15.8 million new fixed 
telecon~munications conncctions had been installed in the EU-10, which 
should be equivalent - based on the assumption madc - to an overall 
investment of about $ I  h billion (see table I). The average penetration density 
of fixed telephone access has risen from a level of 22.5 to 40.1 telephones per 
100 inhabitants. The highest growth rate in accession lines has been achieved 

45 The average costs of new fixed telephone lines vary in ihe literature depending 
on density, geography, and broadband, e.g $250 and $1,000 by Navas-Sabater et al. 
(2002). $1.000 and F2,500 by Wrlkns and Graack (1997). and $11800 and $2,500 by 
Raghhendra and Majumdar (1 999). 
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in. the Czech ~ e ~ u b l i c , J 6  Hungary, and Poland. These countries' net growth in 
fixed telephone accessibility ranged from 20 pcr cent to 26 per cent ovcr a 
decade. This development implies that there is true digital bridging in the 
newly enlarging Community, not in the least since those countries were among 
the socialist countries with relatively low density figures in the 1980s. At the 
beginning of the 1990s, the penetration rate was one of the lowest among 
CEECs and was under 20 per cent (also in Slovakia). 

In summary, one can observe that the combined costs of digital 
modernization investmcnt in telecommunications (roll out of infrastructure and 
upgrade of existing networks allowing for digital communication) amounted to 
nearly $19 billion fkr the EU-10, equivalent 10 about 2.6 per cent of 
accumulated gross fixed capital formation in the decade from 1991 to 2001. 

The process of digitization of fixed telecommunication infrastructure has 
not been finished inEastern Europe. Only four of the EU-10 had achieved full 
digitalization of fixed networks in 2003. All others are still modernizing their 
infrastructure. Medium-tenn achievements are rather satisfactoly and in most 
cases have brought a digitization degree of about 80 per cent (figure 1). 

Despite more than ten years of modcmization of the telecommunication 
sector, Eastern European telecommunications companies are still relatively 
inefficient and achieve wcak ratings in productivity in international 
comparisons. The aggregate telecommunications revenue per employee is 
below the EU average ($237,834) and for some countries (e.g. Poland or 
Slovakia). the difference is twice as largc, $100.5 13 and $64,274 respectively 
(OECD, 2003).~' 

" It ssbould be mentioned that data concerning the C~ech and Slovak Republics 
for 1991 rcpresent their respective geographical regions of the former Czechoslovakia. 

" On the other hand, it should he observed that CEECs have experienced rapid 
growth in productivity in communication sector over the last several years, e.g. the 
revenue of each employce in both the Czech Republic and Hungary has increased by 20 
per cent ( in  Poland, 10%) in the decade up to 2001 (OECD. 2003). 
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Moreover, consdenng the basic financial mdicators of the mcumbent operator 
m 2002 -having a dominant role m the fixed tclecmmufiications markctoue  
can observe that the profit rate in Eastern European countries before interest 
and taxes relatwe to total capital emplqyed (ROGE) minus the inflatton rate in 
most of the EU-I0 did not exceed 10 pcr mnt [only Hungary'b ROCE ach~eved 
a level of 17%, w ~ t h  mflatlon at 5%). T h ~ s  has broad imphcat~ons in terms of 
forergn investment. 

S~nce 1993, the average annual share of telecommnmcanons investment in 
gross fixed cap~tal formation of the EU-8 has orceeded the EU-15 average, 
which can be taken as an ind~cator of real catching up m infrast~cmre (see 
figure 3) A simlar s m a n a  can be found in Span, Pomgal and Greece, 
whose key mdmtors were also behmd that of the EU average. However, all 
countries benefit from extra revenue m telecommunicat~ons generated by 
tourists. Among the EU-10, these effects are much lower, except for Hungary, 
the Czech Republic and Estania It is clear that both population figures and tbe 
size of the ecoriomy are cruc~al for the absolute level of investment in 
telecommun~cations; by t h ~ s  token, Poland shouId clearly take the lead, 
followed by Hungary. However, after 1Y95, pnsihon Na 2 was taken by the 
Czech Kepublic. Slovenia's mvestment increased strongly after 1997 (figure 2). 



Figure. 2: Annull tal~~~lmunlcetioan Invwtmcnt in the EU-I0 

-Czech Republic 

-Estonia 

+Hungary 

+Labia 

*Liihuania 

+Poland 

+Slovak Republic 

- Y C S l o v e n i a  



74 
C

om
peting in a L hunging E

urope 



Eu~tern European d ~ g ~ t a l  modern~zatmn 75 

If one cnnsid~rs telecommunications investment relative to overall gross 
fixed capital formation, we can see in fibwe 3 that the CEEC-X group had a 
higher share than EU-15 after the transformation recession of 1991 to 1993. In 
the early 1990s, Hungary and Estonia were clear leaders among transition 
countries; in the late 1990s, several countries recorded relatively lugh 
invcstment shares in telecommunications, namely the Czech Republic, 
Lithuania, Latvia and Hungary. 

3. Plnancing digital modernization in Eastern Europe 

Few countries have emphasized investment fmancing from revenues 
originating from the national operator directly (including privatization 
revenues); IIunga~y is a case for the latter to some extent, but the main source 
of investment financing was bank lending and new equity as well as profits. 
Poland has tried to use revenues from selling licences in fixed line telephony 
for financing increased investment in fixed line telephony. In 2003, a new bill 
was passed creating the possibility that licence revenues be used for investment 
in telecommunications infrastructure. In 2003, some $350 million had bccn 
paid by thc three fixed telecom operators48 for their respective licences 
(allowing entrance into the market of long distance telecommunications 
services). From an cconomic policy perspective, this appruach gives thc 
Government a new instrument encouraging the development of the 
telecommunication infrastructure. One may assume that such an approach 
could be especially important f11r countries in which the communication 
infrastructure still needs to be upgraded on a large scale. 

As regards the required capita! for digital modernization programmes, the 
question of sequencing in the process of transformation of the 
telecommunications market from a monopoly to a competitive system is 
significant. It could be argued that the opportunity for keeping a legal 
monopoly for some time allows the monopoly operator to exploit part of the 
consumer surplus and ohtain a higher profit. Thcsc profits could bc used for 
accelerating digital modernization and an extension of the corc communication 
infrastructure. Such a perspective is, however, doubtful since it must 
additionally assume that maintaining the monopoly position is associated with 
cffectivc restructuring of thc dominant operator. If introducing competition 

"' Telefonia Dialog, Netia and Elektrin 
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goes along with product innovation and hencc highcr profits for some new 
services - while the monopoly rent is gradually melting away - under 
competition, overall profits in the telecommunications sector need not be lower 
than in the monopoly case. As switching to competition brings a higher output 
and a higher innovation ratc in the telecommunications market than the 
monopoly case, few arguments can be stated in favour of transitonly 
maintaining a telecommnnications monopoly and State ownership. 
"Corporatization", or transforming a government-owned company into a 
company listed on the stock market (with minority private ownership in the 
beginning), is a minimum requirement for major efficiency gains. Firms listed 
in the stock market will have to publish a wide range of financial and 
performance data, and this mnsparency is already a welcome ingredient for 
medium-term restructuring and privatization. Full privatization will normally 
improve corporate governance and stimulate static and dynamic efficiency 
gains; however, the rating of a private company is often weaker than the rating 
for government bonds, leading to rising costs of capital accompanied by 
privatization. For thc dominant operator, the provision of universal services - 
for which government fixes a price often much above its costs -could help to 
gencrate safc medium-term profits; this aspect is quite important when it comes 
to full privatization. 

The scarcity of national financial resources has forced telecom entclprires 
in CEEC to use international capital inflows for investment financing and 
restmcturing. Given pent-up demand at the end of the socialist period and a 
positive income elasticity of the demand for telecommunications (and sustained 
growth expected from the transition to a market economy), considerable 
investment opportunities exist in telecommunications. With the rather limited 
domestic savings in low-income economies of Eastern Europe, there clearly is a 
welcome role of strategic investors as well as of international finance 
institutions (e.g. EBRD, EIB, The World Bank). 

Telecommunications financing activities of major international institutions 
are typically a signal for private international investors to also invest in the 
respective country and sector. This, however, does not rule out that cyclical 
ups-and-downs of the EU-15 telecommunications sector affect the ability of 
telecommunications firms in Eastern Europe to obtain financial I-esources for 
telecommunications projects. FDI outflows from EU-15 to CEEC-8 typically 
fall in periods of recession among the EIJ-15 when profits are relatively small. 
It is obvious that the collapse of the stock market bubble in New York in 2001, 
when telecommunications stocks fell over-proportionately, has negatively 
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aifected stuck markets and the ~erceotion of analvsts in Western EU~ODC. The 
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new scepticism has also made the financing of telecommunications in Eastern 
European countries relat~vely difficult, even if local market analysis suggests an 
enormous potential for medium-term expansion. 

The financial engagement of international institutions in the process of 
digital modernization in the EU-I0 countries should not be overlooked. EBRD 
is of particular relevance. Retween 1990 and 1999, 'RRD was engaged in 50 
telecommunications, informatics and media (TIM) projects (total project costs 
of €7.3 billion) in 20 transition economies with capital totalling € 1.3 billion. 

The annual total of EBRD financing commitments to TIM projects has 
ranged from €100 million to €200 million. Although only 41 per cent of the 
projects in the "EBRD pipeline" that were intended for Central Europe and the 
Baltic States were brought to fruition in 2001, one may assume that this source 
of investment financing could become less relevant in the medium-term in the 
EU-10. This should hold true because EU membership will strengthen the role 
of hanks and capital markets in the EU-10. 

At the same time, the role of EBRD in the further process of digital 
modernization should not be underestimated. EBRD has a wide range of 
instruments to support project financing, such as becoming active in loan 
syndication, and providing guarantees for longer maturities or partial 
guarantees. This could be crucial in encouraging private financing of the ICT 
infrastructure in transformation economies. 

Moreover, funding in the framework of the existing EBRD Technical 
Cooperation Fund Program in CEECs and the Baltic States should not be 
overlooked. 

Between 1990 and 1999, €2.1 billion was granted. This type of financial 
help is quite valuable. Additionally, the EU-10 and the EBRD have signed a 
Memorandum of Understanding, which should promote the development of the 
telecommunications sector in Central and Eastem Europe and EECCA. 



78 Ci~mprfing in U chang~ng Europe 

Source WIIW - WIF0 (2002) 
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The function of other international finance institutions, such as thc 
European Investment Bank (EIB) should also not be underestimated in the 
impact on the process of digital modernization (EBRD, 2000). Since 1990, 
EIB's financial engagement in the f o m  of loans for infrastructure development 
projects reached €15.8 bi~lion."~ seventeen per cent of this amount, i.e. $2.7 
billion, was given as loans for the digital modemization of communication 
inf~astructwe in CEEC-8, covering investment programmes in fixed, mobilc 
and data transmission networks. 

Foreign direct investment has also played an important role. However, there 
is at least one caveat. Although the privatization revenues are also regarded as 
foreign direct investment, it does not dircctly contribute to the process of digital 
modernization to the extent that government, as the owner of the national 
monopoly operator, uses privatization processes to cover general government 
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expenditures; in other words, privatization revenues in the telecommunications 
sector have often been used outside the telecommunications sector. 
Nevertheless, there is a clear positive role for strategic foreign investors. 
Overall, inward f o r e i ~  direct investment in thc EU-X in the period from 1989 
to 2001 mounted to more than $100 billion (see figure 4). Although morc than 
60 per cent of this amount was absorbed by three countries (i.e. Czech 
Republic, Hungary and Poland), it must be inentioned that in telms of FDI per 
capita (concerning average FDI per capita in the decade 1991-2000), other 
countries are the leaders in the EU-I 0, namely Slovenia, Slovakia, Lithuania 
and Malta. 

Because of data problems, it is vcry difficult to assess the meaning of FDI 
for the telecommunications sector. Basic figures arc: (a) thc share of 
transportation, storage and communications in FDI were 10.7 per cent in 
Poland, 11.9 per cent in Czech Republic to 13.9 per cent in Slovakia; (b) the 
share of FDI in postal services and connnunications in Slovenia amounted to 
4.2 pcr cent of overall FDI inflows; and (c) the FDT share of transport and 
communication in Lithuania, Estonia and Latvia amounted to 14.7 per cent, 
22.0 per cent to 24.0 per cent respectively (WITW-WIFO, 2002). 

In a long-tenn perspective, foreign investment in the manufacturing 
industry in Eastern European countries has grown significantly. The ICT scctor 
has hecome more and more important for foreign investors, whereby the 
telecommunications sector is crucial. Producing telecommunications equipment 
also became important in some CEE countries in the late 1990s. Assembling 
lines in the electronics industry can be built quickly if conditions for investors 
are attractive in Eastern Europe. 

With respect to digital modernization in thc EU-10, thc role of the 
International Telecommunication Union's international settlement regime is 
noteworthy. Generally speaking, CEECs represent the beneficiaries of this 
international organization and the respective settlement rules. The price- 
oriented split of revenues in international telecommunications - between the 
outgoing country/operator and the incoming countryloperator - has benefited 
countries with high prices of monopoly operators (or of operators which have 
politically set prices at a rather high level). Because the prices for international 
seivices in CEECs have been kept at a high level, a strong asymmetry in traffic 
between developed and CEECs has emergcd. Western telecommunications 
operators have been obliged to effectively give a generous contribution to 
CEECs' incumbent operators. We can easily highlight thc asymmetry in 
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international calls between USA and CEEC between 1990 and 1999. CEECs 
received about S1.6 billion that decade (Wallsten, 1998); Poland, which is 
among the ten biggest net settlement surplus countries (seventh position, 1998), 
received about $145 million net in 1998 from United States tclecom operators 
(Keliy and Woodall, 1999, p. 3). 

New financing instruments such as private equity investment played a 
marginal role in the process of moderni~ation in FSJ countries, with the 
exception of Germany, France. Sweden and the United Kingdom. In general, 
private equity investment in European high-technology companies'o decreased 
in Europe in 2001 and 2002, after a fast increase from €2.3 billion in 1997 to 
C1 1.5 billion in 2000?' In 2002, this reached a level of €5.3 billion (PWC, 
2003). Similar trends can also be observed in the four biggest CEEC, with 
private equity investment in high technology sectors reaching not more than 
0.1 per cent of the total amount invested in Europe in the Czech Republic, 
Hungary and Slovakia and 0.2 per cent in ~ o l a n d . ~ '  The share of private equity 
invested in technology-intensive fields does not exceed 0.3 per cent of 
European private equity investment in some of the less technologically 
advanced EU countries. By contrast, privatc equity investment has played an 
important role as a financing instrument on the technology market in France 
(23.4%), the United Kingdom (19.9%), Sweden (15.7%) and Germany 
(12.2%). Taking a closer look at venture capital investment in Europe (being 
pan of private equity investment), we see that Poland Hungary and the Czech 
Republic rank low in international comparison (see figure 5 ) .  

10 A wide range of sectors are understood under the term, technology: 
communications, computer-related, electronic-related, biotechnology, medicalhealth 
related and Illternet technology. 

5 ,  EU-15 plus Norway, Switzerland, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland and 
Slovakia. 

51 hivate equity technology investment in the Czech Republic, Hungary, Slovakia 
and Poland achieved the levels of €4; C5, C1 and €13 million, respectively. 
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The digital modernization of telecommunications also has implications for 
the trade balance. Upgrading and extending the cominunications network 
requires increased imports of technology-intensive equipment and software. 

Thus, it is interesting to examine trade panems of telecommunications 
equipment." Generally speaking, the digital modernization has significantly 
contributed to a rising trade balance deficit in CEE countries (see figure 8). 
There was a gradual increase in the import of telecommunications equipment 
in the first half of  the 1990s and an acceleration in the second part of the 
decade (see figure 7). 

The increase in exports of such equipment from Ccntral and Eastern 
European countries (see figure 6) is also noteworthy, although the amounts and 
annual growth rates do not exceed the figures on the import sidc except in 
Hungary and Estonia, which both had large multinational company investment 
in the electronics indushy. Positive growth in exports from transition countries 
indicates structural change and effects of economic opening up, which for 
some CEEC countries involves specialization in the production of certain ICT 
products. To the extent that ICT production is strongly associated with 
productivity growth, such a pattern of specialization will contribute to higher 
output growth, reinforcing economic catching-up. From this perspective, two 
countrics (i.e., Estonia and Hungary) indeed demand special attcntion. They 
recorded FDI by multinational companies (MNCs) in the ICT sector (e.g. 1BM. 

13 . The data are aggregated from the following Standard International Trade 
Classification (SITC) aubgroupings: (1) 764.1 Electrical apparatus for line telephony or 
line telegraphy (including such apparatus for camer-currcnt line systems). Telephone 
sets, teleprinters, telephonic or telegraphic switching apparatus, other apparatus for 
carrier-current line systems, other telephonic or telegraphic apparatus. (2) 764.3 
Transmission apparatus for radio-telcphony, radio-telegraphy, radio-broadcasting or 
television, whether or not iucorporating reception apparatus or sound-recording ur 
reproducing apparatus. Transmission apparatus; transmission apparatus incorporating 
reception apparatus. (3) 762.81 reception apparatus for radio-telephony or radio- 
telegraphy; and (4) Parts and accessories suitable for use solely or principally with the 
apparatus of suh-group 764.1. Expressed in U.S. dollan. 
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Philips, Sony, Nokia, Samsung, Ericsson and Siemens) which used the new 
plants mainly for exporting to international - including EU-l5 -markets.i4 

It is not clear whether the EU-10 have dynamic comparative advantages in 
electronics or in the production of telecommunications equipment. Several 
MNCs have started to move plants to more lucrative locations (e.g. Bulgaria, 
Romania or China) after an initial phase of FDI in Hungary. This brought 
considerable unemployment in that industry in Hungary, with several thousand 
skilled workers being affected. With a real appreciation of currencies of CEE 
countries, the relative wagc advantage of othcr locations will rise over time. 

The question now arises as to whether creating links from old industrial 
structures of transformation economies to the dynamic networks of the world 
economy can be interpreted in terns of shallow or deep inteb~ation (Szalavetz, 
2002). It is well known that the incorporation of existing industrial 
organizations into the vertically integrated production networks of MNCs can 
bring major short-tcrm hcncfts, but it is doubtful that it brings a major 
contribution to the process of systemic transformation. Certainly from a 
medium-tern perspectivc, therc could be positive technoloby spillover effects 
and human capital upgrading, gradually leading to a sectoral specialization 
associated with a more intensive use of immaterial assets in production and 
more innovation activit ie~. '~ This change can bring countries on a 
comprehensive path of deep integration with part of the international 
production network in the expolt sector being characterized by elements of the 
Ncw Economy. Ireland, for instance, has set a good cxample in industrial 
modernization based on FDI inflows into the ICT sector. 

56 The mentioned companies specialize in different areas of the ICT sector, 
including tclephonc exchanges and handsets, monitors_ audio devices, monitors and TV 
sets (Radosevic, 2002). 

'' MNCs havc gradually bccn creating R&D centres in the EU-10, i.e. IBhl in 
Prague, and Nokia, Ericsson and Xerox in Budapest. 
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The EU-10 have achieved a high level of the extension of 
telecommunication infrastructure and digital modernization of infrastructure, 
although there is still the need for improvement especially in rural areas. 
Statistics for the number of fixed lines per 100 inhabitants shed light on a very 
interesting - specific for Central and Eastern European countries - 
deveiopment. Owing to the liberalization processes, vast investment 
programmes by ex-monopolists as well as a rapid expansion of newcomers, the 
fixed telephone household penetration rate rose significantly over the last 12 
years in nearly all of the EU-10, up to a level of nearly 70 per cent of all 
households. Since 2001, however, this quota has sunk in all countries except 
Slovenia. Similar observations can also be made on the basis of fixed 
telephone penetration rates referring to the number of inhabitants, with the 
exception of Cyprus, Poland and Slovenia, where the rates have increased (see 
figure 9). 

The observed decrease in the connections of fixed telecommunications can 
he interpreted twofold: on one hmd, from the market efticicncy gap 
perspective and on the other, from the access gap (World Bank, 2002). First; 
because of slow market liberalization of telecommunications, optimal 
performance of the fixed telecommunications sector has not been achieved. In 
Ccntral and Eastern European countries, for example, Ule prices for 
telecommunication services are still high, and the popularity of enhanced 
telecommunications access (e.g. ISUN or XDSL)" remains very low. Existing 
gaps can be corrected through market mechanisms, assnming the existence of 
cffective regulatory institutions. Second, the access gap in CEECs must he 
recognized. In this case, it refers to the limitations of the market (i.e. in spite of 
efficient and highly competitive markets, some services cannot be delivered 
because of a lack of profitability). The need for State intervention in the form 
of State assistance (e.g. public subsidies based on competitive principles) can 
help in eliminating this gap. 

" XDSL means X Digital Subscriber Line. X behind DSL represents different 
types ofDSL (e.g. A, H, M, RA, S, V). 
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Emerging new markets, such as cable TV (offering bundled 
telecommunications and intemet services for households more and more 
frequently) or cellular telecommunications, gradually take over some group of 
customers and wean new ones (figure 10). These communicatiuns platforms 
have been expanding since the beginning of the 1990s and have gradually 
become substitutes for fixed telecommunications. The average investment 
needed for the creation of one connection for both cellular service and cable 
TV does not exceed $730, which, in comparison with traditional fixed 
telecommunications, is considerably different." One might suspect that the 
emergence of new communications networks influences the performance of 
fixed networks, simultaneously boosting the development of competition 
within the sector. Raghbendra and Majumdar (1999) have proved a positive 
and significant impact of cellular technology diffusion on the competitiveness 
of the telecommunications sector in OECD countries in the period from 1980 
to 1995. 

The above-mentioned market structure change relates to market revenue 
developments. In 2002, revenue from mobilc telecommunications exceeded 
revenues from traditional fixed telecommunications in seven of the ten 
countries. Moreover, mobile telecommunications is seen as highly 
remunerative. One can expect that this tendency within fixed 
telecommunications can bc changed in the ElJ-10, if coupled with thc 
development of broadband access (figure 11) that boosts the development of 
Internet. Up to now, however, the development of ISDN or xDSL access 
technologies has been quite sluggish. 

The development of broadband access technologies was introduced very 
late in the EU-10. At the beginning, the main aim of the sector was to achieve 
an appropriate level of accessibility to basic telecommunication services. 
Rased on Welfens and Graack (1997), similar tcndencies could be observed in 
EU countries with a poor telecommunications infrashucture at the beginning 
of 1990s (e.g. Spain, Portugal and Greece). Initial implementation of ISDN in 
some of the EU-I0 (i.e. in Poland and Estonia) took place in 1994 and has not 
won much popularity up to now. 

' 7  For a comparison of invcrtments in fixed telecommunications, see the 
beginning of chaptcr 3. 
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These services have mostly been directed to the business customers. The 
developments on the xDSL market depict another situation. Although first 
attempts at broad implementation of xDSL on the market took place at the turn 
of year 200012001, the market has grown exponentially after its 
implementation, achieving better density than that of ISDN. Nowadays, xDSL 
has become the biggest impetus of growth in broadband access within the EU- 
10, reaching approximately twice the number of subscribers in 2003 (820,000) 
as in 2001 (400,000). In 2003, the broadband market value is estimated at $467 
million (ITU, 2004). 

The role of cable TV operators in broadband diffusion within Central and 
Eastern European countries should not be overlooked. For four years, a rapid 
expansion of operators in this market of Intemet access has been observed. 
These technologies dominate especially in markets in which DSL rollout has 
not yet taken place. The positive reception of DSL'~ has gradually changcd 
business circumstances. Strong competitiveness between different broadband 
access modes can be expected. Especially the rapid rolling out of wireless 
technologies could play a significant role here. Additionally, the increasingly 
frequent implementation of modem business strategies in the ICT sector - for 
cxample, bundling (e.g. the provision of Internet, telephone and cable TV 
services as a package plan) makes the situation more complex and promotes 
the implementation of new developments in terms of market structure (i.e. 
market convergence by means of mergers, acquisitions and joint ventures); or 
legal aspects (i.e. introduction of new regulatory regimes concerning 
convergence developments) play an important role here. 

As mentioned above, new wireless technologies for broadband access play 
a significant role in CEECs. In terms of technological advancement and 
diffusion, the rates in the EU-I0 are near, or sometimes eve11 exceed, those of 
EU counterparts. Roots of wireless communication in the EU-10 can be dated 
back to the beginning of the 1990s, when the tirst analogue radio- 
communication systems were implemented. High usage costs, the quality of 
law services as well as narrow possibilities for the implementation of value 
added services have been slowing down the broad implementation of mobile 

'R It should bc mcutioned that most tclecom providers offered broadband access 
mostly to business customers until the end of 2001. 
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telecommunications. Thc initial introduction of second generation digitalized 
technologies allowed the market to expand. 

The average density of mobile telecommunications within EU countries in 
2003 was 81 per cent, while only about 43 per cent in Central and Eastern 
Europe (IRM. 2003). There is still huge potential for investment and 
development of infrastmcture. 

In Central and Eastern European countries, mobile operators also paid for 
the 3GlUMTS licences, between $9 per capita in the Czech Republic, up to 
$45 in Slovenia and nearly $51 in Poland. This, however, is nothing compared 
to the $600 spent in Western countries. Thus countries could concentrate 
merely on the geographic rolling out of the existing system and not on the 
extent of market scarcity in investment capital. 

In terms of penetration, the development of mobile telecommunication in 
the least developed markets is worth mentioning. They expand very quickly, 
and the regional penetration is expected to reach 73 per cent in 2007. In 2(102, 
regional spending on mobile services amounted to $9.2 billion. The 
significance of short message services (SMS) in revenues increased to 15 per 
ccnt in 2002, up from 10 per cent. In 2002, data and SMS accounted for 7 per 
cent of all revenue in CEE. SMS services alone accounted for 6.7 per cent of 
all revenue (Ludwiczynski, 2003). New services, such as multimedia 
messaging services (MMS) and other general packet radio service-based 
applications, have been launched across most of the region and are gradually 
picking up usage. Universal mobile telecommunication systems should spread 
rather rapidly across the region in the near future, but its commercial success 
and significant usage levels are more long-term prospects. 

4. Policy c~mclusions 

From a policy perspective, it is crucial that competition is strengthened in 
the different market segments in the EU-10. For small countries - such as the 
Baltic countries - this might require regional network integration. Finland has 
shown that even in a relatively small country, there can he strong competition. 
lutemet competition in local access markets is also cmcial. The unbundling 
requirement of the EU framework regulation is important, as it will force some 
of the EU-10 to establish competition in the access market, which in turn 
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should help to bring down prices for internet use. For the business community, 
broadband intemet accesa will be quite important, leading to a greater need for 
the expansion of DSL, cahlc networks and mobile broadband technology. 

As several nenvork operators from EU-15 have invested in fixed line 
telecommunications or in mobile network providers. the prospects for the EU- 
10 to catch up with EU-15 are rather favourable. Sustained high aggregate 
output growth will stimulate the demand for telecommunication services. And 
the presence of many multinational companies in Central and Eastern Europc - 
above all? in Hungary, the Czech Republic and Poland - will add to 
sophisticated demand for digital value-added services. Mobile telephony is 
likely to be more important than fixed line telephony in the medium-term, 
since competition in mobile telecommunications is more intense than in fixed 
line tclccommunications where the dominance of the former monopoly 
operator is quite obvious in all transition countries of Eastern Europe. Within 
the EU-10, there is a clear digital divide between metropolitan areas and the 
countryside or peripheral regions. If this telecommunications gap should 
continue, there arc grim prospects for poorcr regions to catch up with national 
average in terms of per capita income. National Governments and the EU 
should therefore closcly monitor the extcnt of the digital regional gap in 
Central and Eastern European countries. It might be useful for the EC to 
encourage the use of structural funds to invest in the expansion and 
modernization of telecommunications in poorer areas. 

Digital modernization of government and public administration will also be 
useful for improving productivity and growth in the EU-10. However, a lack of 
skilled personnel could be a problem in both the public and the private sectors. 
As one may indeed expect that increasing the use of ICT goes along with a 
higher dcmand for skilled labour, it would also be reasonable to expect a rising 
wage premium to the favour of skilled workers. It would be wisc for 
Governments in the EU-l0  to increase government expenditures in the field of 
education and retraining while putting particular emphasis on lcarning with 
and about modern software as well as advanced communication opportunities. 

As regards options to attract high FDI in the 1CT-producing sector, there 
arc some nalural opportunities tbr Estonia to benefit from ethnic links with 
Finland. I-Iungaty offers relatively skilled labour and a long tradition of 
software development, which might help to nurture the software sector in 
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Hungary while simultaneously attracting producers of K T  equipment. Poland 
has thc advantage of a relatively large domestic market, a relatively good skill 
base among workers and close proximity to Scandinavia and Germany. This 
could be seen as a considerable incentive among producers from those 
countries that seek to exploit the relatively low wages in Poland. However, it 
does not mean that Poland should be  expcctcd to strongly specialize in 
technology intensive products. Taking a closer look at the production process, 
one will typically fmd that assembly-line production is dominant in the 
electronics field. Only in the long run will opportunities for moving up the 
technology ladder gradually present themselves, namely as R&D intensity 
increases over time. This, in turn, requires that long-term government spending 
on the promotion of R&D - relative to GDP -must increase. 

EU countries 

Slovenia 
Malta 
Czech Rcp. 
cyplus 
Hungary 
Slovakia 
Estonia 
Poland 
Latvia 

Years needed to calch up lo [he EU average 
GDPper cilpila, hypothetical atenge economic growthrates 
PPP (92002 

1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 

18.000 39 19 13 10 8 
17.000 4 4  22 15 11 9 
15.300 55 28 19 14 11 
13.300 69 35 23 18 14 
13.300 69 35 23 18 14 
12.200 78 39 26 20 16 
10.900 R9 45 30 23 1 X  

9.500 103 52 35 26 2 1 
8.300 117 59 39 30 24 

1.1 thuania 8 400 
p y G  e ~ e r r p  - - 11.620 
Spd~n 20 700 
Greece 19 000 
Portugal 18 000 39 19 13 10 X 
EL-3 aiwage 192.33 32 Ib 11 R - 
EG15 averfyr 2W66 
Now *For the simplification of analysis it has been assumcd that the average GDP of 
EU-IS is constant during catch up process. Demographic developments ovcr timc havc 
not bccn taken into consideration. 
Source: Own calculations based on data from thc World Fact Book (2002). 
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There is no doubt that digitizalion and modem telecommunications will 
stimulate trade and investment in the new EU-25. From this perspective, it will 
he important that regulators adopt a regime consistent with the acquis 
communauraire that also stimulates economic development. One may 
anticipate that within a decadc, some of the EU-10 Member States will come 
close to the indicators of EU average. 
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Chapter 2.2 

Reducing Technical Barriers to Trade: 
Regulatory Convergence and 
Harmonization - The Case of the 
Telecommunications Industry 

Mr. Lurs Dillmer, Former Director, Telecom Policies and Regulations, 
Ericsson, Sweden and Mr. Per Di$na.s, Director, Technical Replation,~, 
Governmen1 Affairr and Regulations, Ericsson 

The telecommunications sector is today huly global. Products are being 
desibmcd and manufactured with a global market in mind. However, for 
aspects of a product that is subject to "regulatory approval", there are large 
ditkrences in the regulatory requirements, both technical and administrative, 
of the major economies. This poses technical harriers to trade, resulting in 
considerable extra costs for manufacturers and ddays in getting products on 
the markets. 

In order to improve thc situation, active discussions and actions are necdcd 
on alternative and streamlined methods for product approval. This paper 
describes some elements forming possibilities for such a change in the 
approvals of ICT products. It suggests a possible way forward to depart from 
bureaucratic systems, and arrive at systems built on hust and on applying 
recognized regulatory objectives as a basis for ICT products to be traded 
globally. Such an arrangement has bccn suggested by the UNECE in their 
Telecom Initiative, which uses the UNECE "International Model for Technical 
Harmonization". 



The paper suggests a possible way to advance discussions in WTO and 
how to combine a possible WTO agreement regarding principles for regulation 
for market access with the heECE International Model as a platform to 
develop technical regulations. 

1. Teehnknl barriers to trade in the approvals 
of telecommunlcntions products 

Thc prcscnt product appro\~al procedures for a particular market normally 
consists of a number of requirements. These can be class~fied Into two groups: 

Technical rcquircments 
Administrative requirements. 

To a large extent these still dlffer between markets, although there is httle 
( ~ t  any) nccd for such differences, as discussed below 

I .  I .  Teuhnicol requiremen& 

Within the telecommunications sector, thcre are a number of policy 
ohjcctiv~s that products haw to meet in the course of approval. In most cases 
these are related to: 

Safety of persons 
Avoidawe of radio disturbance 
Spectrum efficiency in case of radio application 
Attachment to a telecom nctwork in casc of terminal equipment 

In reccnt yuars there has been an increasing use of international standards, 
although in certain cases still with some national deviations, to define thc 
technical requirements that reflect the policy objectives. This positive trend is 
continuing. There will be less national or regional deviation from international 
standards in the future. The benefits of global standards are more clearly and 
insistently voiced by industry and other stakeholders. National regulatory 
bodies are more inclined to find a common understanding regarding which 
p(11icy objectives need to be covered by "mandatory standards". They 
generally favour the use of standards that are transposed from international 
standards to meet thcsc objectives. 
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The link between standards and policy objectives is maintained since the 
standardization process is intluenced by regulatory bodies, cspecially whcn the 
standardization work is a question of standards intended for regulatory 
p q o s e s .  

Administrative requirements in technical regulations are usually the major 
causc for trade barriers, or will at least have the effect of posing de facto 
barriers for a supplier wishing to enter dinerent markcts This is particularly 
the case for SMEs where the costs for gaining multiple approvals may become 
overly onerous. 

There is a wide range of administrative requirements related to product 
approvals. 

. The conformirp aswssment method required may involve mandatory 
use of third party for testing andlor approval. Often only national 
third-party test houses arc allowcd to perform thesc tasks. This adds 
considerably to costs and time delays in getting approvals. The need 
for such rigid requirements can be questioned sincc in the cnd it is 
always the supplier that has the responsibility for the product's 
compliance with technical rcgulations irrespective of whether a third- 
party test house has been used or not. 

Technical information required to be supplied in the course of 
approvals can be excessive. Often this has to be translated - to satisfy 
regulatoryiapproval bodies - into the various national languages, 
which further adds to cost and time delays. 

Labelling requirements differ, since these are usually intended for the 
market in which the product has been approved. Nonnally the labels 
have to he on the product itself, which .adds to the costs. Recently. 
increased attention is being paid to the trade-restrictive aspects of 
labelling, notably in O E C D . ~ ~  More discussions are called for in order 

'9 See OECD document TDlTCiWP(2002)40.&IN,4L, dated 13 November 20(13: 
"Analysis of  non-tariff measures - The case of labelling: Ovelview and analysis of 
WTO data". 
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to come to relevant solut~ons, notably to avo~d excesswe regulatoty 
labels and to pemnt thesc tu be In the documentat~on rathcr than on 
the product itself. 

A number of Mutual Recognition AgreementsiArrangcmcnts (MRAs) have 
now been concluded bctween countries and regions. Thc cstahlishment of 
these MKAs have had some useful effects, mainly beyond their intended 
purpose, as described below. 

MRAs allow the approval procedures to take place in the exporting 
country's territoly, using local approval bodies. The agreements do not, as 
such, require any harmonizatior~ or changes of rules. However, one of the most 
important aspect of MRAs is that the regulatoly. procedures and technical 
rcquiremcnts of the parties are fully transparent (so as to enable them to bc 
applied by the other party). This transparency has the effect of highlighting the 
existing differences between the participants' systems and inevitably raising 
the question as to why they differ. 

It can be presumed that the reason for the conntries to apply the 
rcquircments is to safeguard one or more public interest objectives, but why is 
one party satisfied that this can bc done with lcss bureaucracy andlor fewer 
requirements than the other? Is it possible to facilitate increased trade between 
counhies by reconsidering the existing appruvals requircments towards a less 
burdensome regime? These questions can be resolved via discussions between 
regulators. 

MRAs have triggered regulators in different countries and regions to 
cngagc in regulatory discussions, not only on MRAs but on general matters 
related to technical barriers to trade. This has become a very valuable side 
effect of MRAs. However, MRAs do not include pnx~isions for initiating 
regulatory reforms, so any simplification of regulatory requirements will be 
initiated by a party on its own initiative. 



The WTO Technical Bamers to Trade (TBT) ~greement" does contain 
some general principles on the content and trade implications of national 
technical regulations, but any discussions in WTO on these matters merely 
takes the fomi of information cxchange between members, rather than taking 
action to simplify approvals to enable trade. 

In order to give the telecom industries' views of the MRA that was being 
negotiated between the EU and the United States, special industry task forces 
on both sides of the Atlantic were established in 1996. When the MRA was 
negotiated between the EU and Japan: similar industry cooperation was 
established. This cooperation made it possible to explore the benefits and 
drawbacks of each region's regulatory systems, and as a result, agree on ajoint 
industry paper describing the K T  sector's views on conrormity assessment 
("Green Paper on a Global Product Conformity Assessment for the Future"). 

Since the ICT sector is in fact global, with products that fiom a technical 
point of view are suitable for use in  different regions without alterations, there 
is much to be gained from regulatory convergence and regulatoly 
simplifications so as to minimize the regulatory burdens for products intended 
for a global market. 

The best way to reduce trade barriers is to deregulate as much as possible, 
relying more on general competitiun and consumer protection laws. This is nf 
course a one-sided action only but the effect is generally very  positive^' and it 
encourages the trading patners to do  Lhe same. Thus, as a general rule, 

" For more information on the %'TO Agreement on Technical Barriers to Trade, 
see http:/Iww~.wLo.org/english~docs~e!le&!l7-tb~.pdf) 

'l As an example, with its radio and terminal cquipmcnt directivc ("R&TTE 
directive") 19YYfSiEC the EU removed all specific regulatory requirements for terminal 
attachment to public networks and reduced ihc regulatow rrquircmenls for radio 
equipment. This has led to a large increase in availability of innovative ICT products on 
the European markets. 
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deregulation should always be lookcd at as a first option when reviewing 
existing legislation. 

Meanwhile, the WTO 'TBT Agreement sets the limits for "maximum" 
regulation. It also provides for possibilities to reduce unnecessary trade 
barriers. However, the fbll potential of the agreement as a "trade enabler" as 
not yet been secn. Some of its elemcnts are opcn to interpretation. For 
example, the meaning of the concept "least trade restrictive" is rather vague, 
and can be interpreted in various ways. Hence, it is possible to have widely 
diverging measures while still formally being compliant with the principles in 
thc WTO TBT Agreement. 

Facilitation of market access. i.e. to go beyond "unnecessary obstacles" to 
ensure full market access, is still missing from the TBT agenda (see figure 
be low^. 

Avoidance of "unnecessary obstacles 

J 
to international trade" (current W O  
TBT provisions) 

- Full market access - should be formally 
discussed 

There are some developments m WTO TBT Committee howcvcr. Trade 
obstacles for the ICT sector is an Issue being actlvely discussed 

A work programmcb2 on non-tanff measures under the "Ministerial 
Declaration on Trade in Information Technology Products" (ITA) 
umbrella was established in 2000. 

j2 WI'O Committee of Participants on the Expansion ol' Trade in Information 
Technology Products: "Non-Tariff Measures Work Programme", dated 13 November 
200U: http:~iuw.~~io.or~'engliskit1atop_e!infl9.doc 
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A learning event on labelling was held in October 2003. 

A symposium on non-tariff harriers (and some other related issues) 
for IT products was held in Octobzr 2004. 

As a result of the third triennial review, a workshop on the use of 
Supplier's Declaration of Conformity (SDoC) was held in March 
2005, to he followed later by a workshop on thc difkrcnt approaches 
to conformity assessment. 

OECD has also done some studies on non-tariff measures in the ICT sector. 
Two papers were prepared0' during 2001, identifying opportunities for 
harmonization. However, work is needed to reach some more conclusive 
results. OECD has also done an analysis of data on labelling." a subject that 
merits much further attention. 

The recent Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation-OECD cooperative 
initiative on regulatory reform" is an interesting step towards guidance for 
simplification of regulatory procedures for the participating countrics. Thc 
"Integrated Checklist on Regulatoly Reionn" that is being developed wouId 
provide a good dcscription of important aspects to consider in regulation, hy 
addressing issues not only related to regulatory policies, h d  also to how 
rcgulatory policies impact on competition and market openness. 

OECD Working Party of the Tmde Committee: "Standards-Related Barriers 
and TV& Libcralisation: Telecommunications Sectnr", TDiTClWP(2001)l IiFIliAL, 
dated 07 March 2002: http:llwww.olis.oecd.orgiolisi2001doc.nsfAinktu:td-tc- 
wp(2001)I 1-final; and OECD Working Party 01 the Trade Commitwe: "Non-Tanff 
Measures in the ICT Sector: A Suwey", TDiTCiWP(2001)44/FINAL, dated 11 
Scptemher 2002:http:/~www.olis.oecd.orglolis/2001doc.nsfllinktu/td-tc-\n.p(2001)44- 
final. 

" OECD: "Awalysis of Non-Tariff Measures - The Case of Labelling: Ovcn&w 
and Analysis of WTO Data", TDlTC/WP(2002)40/FINALL dated 13 November 2003: 
http:!1www.olis.oecd.orgi0li~/2002doc.nsf/linktoitd-tc-~~p(2002)40-fim1 

61 Sce. for example. the "gmcral information and draft agcnda" for the APEC- 
OECD sixth workshop on rcgulatory reform, available via 
http:ilwww.apecsec.org.sg/apec/highlightsisixil~~workshop,fhtml 
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It is recognized that within the framework of WTO there is no provision for 
agreements resulting in concrete global measures to reduce technical barriers 
to trade. Members can, however, simplify thcir regulatory measures bascd on 
discussions being held in WTO and other forums, or as a result of a general 
opcning-up of their markets and stimulating trade. This will take place at 
different speeds in differenr countries. 

So how can cnncrete rcsults regarding the harmonization and simplification 
of regulatory systems be achieved under existing circumstances? Here the 
UNECE International ~ o d e l ~ '  for Technical Harmonization can play a major 
role. 

2. Using UNECE work 

To support the work done in the WTO and the OECD and to provide a 
practical rool for reducing technical baniers to trade, the UNECE Working 
Party on Rcgulatory Cooperation and Standardi~ation Policies (Wp.6)" has 
developed Recommendation "V the International Model for Technical 
Harmonization. Its stated aim is to "prnvidc a voluntary framework which 
could contribute to facilitating market access through the establishment of 
sectoral agreements hetwecn interested membcr counhics". Participation is 
open to all United Nations Member States. 

The agreements between participating member countries are written as 
common regulatory objectives (CKOs) that contain the regulatory provisions 
including conformity assessment procedures and references to relevant 
(preferably international) standards. The participating member countries 

60 ImECF. Recommendation "L" "An International Model for Technical 
llannoniration based on Good Regulatory Practice for the Preparation, Adoption and 
Application of Technical Regulations via the Use of Intcmational Standards", 14 June 
2002, h t t p : i l ~ ~ ~ w . u n c c c . o ~ t r i l d e l ~ t i e d ~ ~ p 6 l ~ 1 o c n c n t s l  w76 O2iup6-02-07e.pdf 

61 For WP.6 activities, see: hltp:l!ww.unece.org!tmdelctir~1iwp6i 
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themselves determine the content of the CROs, e.g. the appropriate conformity 
assessment method and which standards to use. 

The CROs would apply in parallel to the existing national regulation and 
would allow the free circulation of the identified products in all countries 
agreeing on the CRO(s) in question. 

The possibility of applying the International Model for products in the ICT 
sector was suggested during a meeting6' of the UNECE "START" ~ e a m ~ ~  in 
April 2002 where representatives from the industry were also present. 

It was agreed to prepare, as a first step and to provide a trust-buildmg 
opportunity fur Member States, draft CROs for a selected nuniber of truly 
global and well-known ICT products, namely: 

Personal Computers (PC) and their peripherals 

Terminals for attachment to the legacy Public Switched Telecom 
Network (PSTN) 

s Bluetooth products 

Wireless Local Area Network (WLAN) products 

GSM products 

e IMT 2000 family products. 

Following some meetings, draft CROs have been prepared'" under this 
"Telecom Initiative". Today many products are multifunctional, and therefore 
one product may contain several of the functionalities mentioned above. 
Mindful of this fact, it is important that the administrative procedures be kept 
equal for all of them, and therefore it has been suggcstcd to have one common 

" See h t l p : l : w u w . u n e c e . o r g i t r a d e ~ c c i e d ~ w p 6 ! ~  for 
details. 

" Ad hoc l'eam of Specialists on Standardi7ation And Regulatory Techniques, the 
tram lhal prepared the Intemalional Model. 

7" http:l~www.unccc.org/trade/~tie~1!~p6/scctoral/tclccontcle.cros.htm 
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CRO for the administrativc aspccts of all the listed ICT products, while 
separate CROs cover the technical requirements. 

Thc administrative requirements include the reliance on assessment 
performed by thc suppliers thcmsclvcs, with an S D ~ C ~ '  providing evidence of 
compliance. This is then complemented by a markct surveillance function 
performed in the participating countries by their responsible authorities. These 
elements follow the principles for an optimum rebwlatoly system described in 
the industry paper "A Common Approach to Regulation for Market Access of 
ICTiCE products".72 

Since international standards are not available in all cases for the selected 
products, or there are regional differences to the international standard, the 
technical requirements in the draft CROs in some cases contain rcfcrences to 
regional standards. In some cases there are duplications of requirements. Such 
differences or duplications should disappear in due time through the normal 
standardization process, as discussed above. 

Prcfcrably, in the longer tern, CROs should be based on phenomena 
(elecuo-magnet~c compat~bdity, safety, etc) rather than on products, to prov~de 
a more hor~zontal framework for the ICT sector 

2.3 The UNECE tnternational Model us a wmplement to WTOproced 

The TBT Agreeaent covers all industry sectors. It is realized, however, 
that the ICT sector has moved more quickly than other scctors towards open 
market access for global products. With the removal of tariffs for ICT 
products, non-tariff barriers become more visihlc for this sector, thus calling 
for further alignments and simplifications of regulatory systcms tow-ards 
ensuring full markct access for ICT products. 

" For details on the contents of SDDC, scc standard ISOilEC 17050-1:2004 
"Conformity assessment - Supplier's declamtion of conformity - Part 1 :  Ccnrral 
requirements". 

72 Scc vww.eicta.org 
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Based on conclusions drawn from the studies of SDoC and conformity 
assessment within WTO, conditions for optimum market access, i.e. a 
"Common Approach to Regulation for Market Access of ICT Products", could 
be discussed within the International Technology Alliance Committee. This 
would represent the "best regulatosy practice" for the sector. 

Such a Common Approach could then be complemented by discussions 
among members on a common sct of technical regulations that members may 
want to implement in their national regulation. It is recognised that such work 
is not within the terms of reference of WTO but could be done within the 
framework of the UNECE International Model. 

Using the International Model, members wishing to establish favourable 
market access conditions among themselves would develop CKOs in Line with 
the agreed Common Approach. These CROs should define legitimate 
objectives with a minimum of bureaucratic measures, rely on SDoC and the 
use of international standards. As described above, the UNECE Telecom 
Initiative already suggests CROs for somc global ICT products. 

It is important that discussions on the reduction - and ultimately removal - 
of technical barriers to trade continue in WTO and other forums. ICT products 
are vital for a country's economic development and every effort should be 
made to facilitate the availability of such products. 

As a complement to reaching agreement on the principles of a "Common 
Approach to Regulation for Market Access of ICT products" in WTO, the 
UNECE International Model can provide the necessary platform for 
developing the corresponding technical regulations that countries can use to 
enable such favourable market access conditions. As suggested in the UNECE 
Telecom Initiative, these technical regulations should include non-bureaucratic 
measures, rely on SDoC and the use of international standards. This would 
provide for open market access for the ICT products among countries taking 
advantage of this system. 
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Chapter 2.3 

Unifying the European Payments 
Landscape 

M r   mar^ T~mmermun, Execut~ve Yre  Prrsrdent, External Reluftons, 
VISA Ezwupe 

As everyone knows, one of the central object~ves of the EU has heen to 
create a single European market - where there are no barners to trade or 
commerce across any of the member States. 

Although the EU has lllade huge strides in this direction, several obstacles 
continuc to stand in ihc way of the vision. In particular, cross-border rctail 
payments have been seen as unduly slow and expensive. 

Although the media may enjoy pointing the finger of blame at Europe's 
retail banks, the countries of the EU (lust like countries everywhere else in the 
world) have, in fact, independently created a patchwork of parallel, 
incompatible payment networks. 

Givcn that the vast majority of payments have always hcen - and continuc 
to be - domestic, tbere has never heen a compelling business case to form 
linkages between each of the national infrastructures. 

The net result is that, yes, cross-border payments have been slow. They 
have been expensive. And this is generally reflected in the price and the 
quality of service experienced by businesses and consumcrs alike. 

The one notahlc exception is the card payment sector. Ever since it was 
first created, the card system has effectively "overlaid" a series of domestic 
payment schemes with international functionality and interoperahility. 
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In doing so, it has enabled highly convenient, highly secure, generally 
instantaneous cross-border and multicurrency payments. And it has done so at 
minimal cost. 

Frustrated at the lack of progress across other types of retail payments, the 
European Co~nmission is taking a tougher stancc. It has already introduced 
paymcnt-rclatcd legislation. And it has insisted that Europe's banking 
community must now propess to a Single European Payments Area (SEPA), 
wherc any rcgiunal payments can be made as easily and cheaply as in one's 
own hometown. 

It 1s therefore worth reflectmg whether the card payment sector - e~ther 
d~rectly or by e x a m p l e  has a role to play m ach~evmg these objectives 

1. Microecanomlc benefits of caahless payments 

On the microeconomic level, commercial payment cards bring huge 
benefits to individual enterprises. 

Internationally held and internationally accepted, these products give any 
enterprise a fast, cost-efftcient means of multicurrency payment and, crucially, 
a guaranteed means of payment. 

In addition they help to manage cash flow. They also provide ease of 
access to appropriate funding, whethcr that he on deposit or a line of credit. 
Plus, they bring reductions in administrative costs and a mcans of tracking 
expenditure. 

For larger companies, they can also support supplier compliance 
monitoring, and can be used to develop competitive buying policies. 

A good indication of the potential comes t?om a card payment system used 
by the Unitcd Kingdom in a Procurement programme. Since it was introduced 
in 1997, this has provided the British Government with process cost savings of 
more than €151 million, and is expected to liberate further savings of €280 
million over the next five years. 
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Corporate card issuancc in the EU-10 is alrcady wcll advanced. 
Enterprises in these countries are therefore finding that, as they widen their 
business horizons, thc card system can removc many of the banicrs associated 
with international and nlulticurrency payments. 

2. Macroeconomic benefits of cashless payments 

Perhaps more slgnliicant than the mlcroeconomc benefits are the 
macroeconomic hcnetits 

By analysing the characteristics of any economy, it is generally possible to 
detect a clear correlation between the level of cashlcss payment and wider 
economic well-being. In other words, those economies with the highest levels 
of cashloss payments tend to he the most prosperous. 

Global Insight. a leading econometric forecasting agency, published a 
study that quantifies and verifies this relationship. 

If you compare the total costs of an electronic payment system with an 
cquivalcnt cash-based payment system, taking into account the scale effects 
and reduced friction, you see that the cashless system is one third to one half of 
the price. 

And this, according to Global Insight, typically translates to aggregate cost 
savings of at least 1 per cent of GDP. Across the five largest European 
economies, this translates to around $58 billion in annual savings. 

What is also important to appreciate is that the costs of the cash-based 
system are variable. More payments mean more cost. So the per-payment cost 
is high, and will always remain high. 

The costs of the electronic system, howcver, are fixed Once the 
mfrasrmcture has been built, the per-payment costs become progrcsuvely 
lower. 

Another Fdctor is that, in order lo participate in electronic payments, people 
must first participate in the banking system. And payment cards do have the 
effect of drawing people - en masse - into the banking system. 
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Much of the banking sector's growth in the countries having just acceded 
to the EU is direct evidcncc of this. It has been driven not just by hanks but 
also by their corporate customers - purging cash and paper from the payroll 
system, and depositing salaries directly into employees' bank accounts. This is 
another way the card systcm hcnctits individual enterprises which, in turn, 
brings more benefits to the national economy. 

Bringing people into the banking system has a huge transfomational 
effect. It provides banks with a ready supply of low-cost funds, and makes 
them available for investment. It can be argued that every euru that circulates 
as hard cash is a missed opportunity to invest and develop and grow. And, 
once the money is in the system, it is accountable, which makes it harder for 
grey economies to function. 

3. Speeding up the move to cashless payments -the net benefit 

As well as investigating the macro-economic costs of cashless payments, 
Global Insight also looked at the way that cashlcss payments can lead to a 
direct increase in consumer spending. 

They suggest that, in general. a 10 pcr cent shift in electronic payments will 
directly liberate a 0.5 per cent increase in consumer spending. 

Morc specifically, they examined 21 European countries with a collective 
consumer spending of $5.27 trillion. They calculated that, if the share of 
electronic payments could be increased by just 2 per cent, around $26 billion 
in incremental consumer spending would be liberated. 

Looking in detail at a numher of Central and Eastern Europe countries 
Global Insight calculated that card payments currently account for betwccn 0.7 
pcr ccnt of consumer spending in Romania up to 17 per cent in H u n g q .  If 
that proportion were increased by just 10 per cent across these countries, an 
additional $1.5 billion in real consumer spending would be created. If it were 
raised by 50 per cent, $5.4 billion would be created. 

Furthermore, additional consumer spending growth of this order could 
translate to between $1.7 and $8.2 billion in GDP to the r ~ b '  . wn.  
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The European Union: New Frontiers, 
New Issues 

The Innovative Trade Network (ITN and COTECNA 

This paper describes a number of critical trade facilitation and security 
issues resulting from the expansion of Europe and European trade ageements. 
and at the same time proposes some potential models from supply-chain 
security solution providers. 

The focus is on three main topics: 

The implications of the recent expansion of Europe (to 25 countries) 
* The EU-Med Agreement Free Trade Area (year 20 10) 

Trade facilitation in a secured trade environmenl. 

The real challenge of EU enlargement is the coordination of an efficient 
EU trade policy with the 25 member countries, dealing with security as a 
critical element. 

In addition to Turkey and Western Balkans, the EU has already granted 
prefercntial EU market access to the candidate countries (Bulgaria, Croatia, 
Romania and Turkey). This poses new security, control and coordination 
problems. Additionally, the implementation of the EU-Mediterranean Frec 
Trade Area may present siguificant trade security and trade facilitation impacts 
for the region. 

The most important issue involves how to address tradc security whilc at 
the same time not hampering trade facilitation. Private industry has been called 
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upon to participate in addressing the trade facilitation and trade security issues. 
This paper presents some of the current private industry initiatives and 
solutions that can serve as models, but also links future challenges and 
oppomnities for cumpanics involved in EU trade issues. 

2, The expansion of the EU has implieations for trade security 
and trade facilitation 

Thc EU expanded by 10 new countries on 1 May 2004, bringing the total 
EU members to 25 .  The expansion of the single market from 370 million to 
480 million consumers, as a result of the enlargement, has the potential to 
stimulate economic growth and may provide new opportunities for business 
throughout Europe. 

EU enlargement brings about new security challenges as well. The 
cornerstone here is the necessary coordination effort for an EU-wide trade 
sccurily policy. 

The borders have moved "out" (to include the EU-10), meaning that all the 
existing controls procedures have to be replicated by the EU-10 in a 
harmonized way. This implies a significant implementation effort involving 
the introduction of EU procedures and technologies. 

The coordination of security policy inside the EC is a high priority. Two 
aspects are most important - the first aspect is the international coordination of 
the trade security, especially with the United Statcs having implemented 
several trade security measures. "There are clear benefits in a co-ordinated 
approach between national administrations to risk management. incident 
response, data sharing, training and risk prevention". The second aspect is the 
involvement of the business community in a public-private partnership thus 
enabling an environment of mutual trust and facilitating the development of 
husiness-friendly measures. 

Figurc 1 rcprcsents thc r d c  of supply-chain security solutions providers within 
the international coordination of trade security policy and as a critical link 
between Government and business community. 
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The coordination of data sharing is one example of a security activity that 
would definitely benefit from consultation and partnership with the business 
community through providers of supply-chain security solutions. A major 
concern is the larger business community apprehension in providing the 
necessary information for security assessment (for cornmcrcial and 
confidentiality reasons). The presence of new trade actors from the EU-10 and 
their ways of doing busincss will rcquire new ways of thinking and reacting. 
Also: the significant increase in the number of trade transactions precisely due 
to the entrance of the ncw trade actors from thc ncw countries will result in 
significant increases in data volume and decision requirements. 
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One of the new WCO's recommendations is the provision of advance 
cargo information and the management of data not only from the actors in the 
supply chain but for all countries the goods that are passing through (country 
of entry, couutry of transit and country of final destination). In fact, all 
countries nced to know the information about the cargo moving through the 
cowmy, both normal imports and transit goods. For the support of advance 
cargo information, efficient dissemination of advance trade data is necessary. 

Data clearinghouses will he nccdcd to ensure necessary data flow 
management activities involving, data capture_ data validation and 
dissemination. 

One of the imrnediatc conccms resulting from thc rcccnt terrorist attacks 
was the reinforcement of security measures. It is clear that these measures 
should be designed to have as little impact on the global movement of trade as 
possible. The business community has expressed concerns over increased 
harriers to trade and trade disruption resulting from measures taken after 911 1 
and 3!11. The sihlation is dcvcloping in a nnn-tariff technical harrier and is 
causing damage in developing and transitional countries, in that they are not 
ahle to respond in a timely fashion and not able to conform to the new security 
standards. Such security measures ignored trade facilitation and affected the 
ability of developing nations to trade with the richer nations of the world. In 
effect, there is an econrnnic pcnalty for not being part of the current trade 
sccurity initiatives. On the whole, the global economy could suffer if no 
reasonable trade security solution coupled with trade facilitation is found. 

3. The EU is taking action toward enhancing trade security 
whilc improving trade facilitation 

The EU has not ignored the complex new trade securityltrade facilitation 
challenges. Preparatory actions have been taken inside EU but also on a 
regional scale. First, discussions have hegun already on the implementation of 
advance cargo information similar to the U.S. ZChour rulc. Thc EC published 
a communication on a simple and paperless environment for Customs and 
trade and on the role of Customs in the integrated management of external 
hordcrs on 24 July 2003. Onc clcmcnt of this proposal is the establishment of a 
system where pre-arrival declarations have to he submitted to EU Customs not 
less than 24 hours before the goods arrive in the EU, similar to the U.S. 
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Customs 24-hour rule. The advanced collection of the information is necessary 
to support security controls to be carried out outside the EU Customs area of 
control where in addition, co-ordination with the external Customs 
administration is required. 

Second, an expected trade security initiative that eventually would ensure 
smooth trade for legitimate traders is the introduction of "safe actors" or 
"authorized cconomic operators" certifications. This initiative is on the EU 
agenda. Related concepts like "regulated agent" and "known shipper", part of 
the initialivc, would function similar to the U.S. C-TPAT qualification. 
"Authorized operators would receivc trade facilitation and simplification in 
return for their meeting predetcnnined criteria which ensure proper and secure 
conduct of their logistic operations". Still, one has to keep in mind that even in 
the U.S.. where the C-TPAT is functional, there is a difficuiy to use specific 
benchmarks for the qualification process. The EU would have to consider and 
prepare qualification benchmarks in close collaboration with the industry. An 
audit process is a necessary requirement in the application of proper 
benchmarks. 

Third, thc EU-U.S. Container Securiry Agreement (signed 22 April 2004) 
can be viewedas a potentially positive development for both parties. With this 
agreement, the gain is brought by the exchange of technical information. 

International organizations such as ISO, UNECE and W C 0  are actively 
participating in recommendations, guidelines and standards that will contribute 
to sccure but also facilitated trade. The WC0 is working currently toward 
common Customs data standards (within the project entitled WC0 Customs 
Data Model) that will havc global benefits. This is a clear example of an 
initiative going both in the direction of security enhancement and also Wade 
facilitation. 

Another initiative, Kew Computerized Transit System, uses a common 
datasct for transit cargo movement and is currently being implemented by 19 
European countries. When this system is fully in place, carriage of goods in 
transit across the EU member States' territory will be processed electronically 
and controlled by electronic means. The Customs officers have a possibility to 
observe the carried cargo in real time and the traders will need to spend less 
time at the Customs, as transit declarations will be submitted by using 
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automatic data processing means. There 1s a defin~te opportunity to use the 
same data for security purposes. 

New concepts are being explorcd for the reorganization and security of the 
cntire supply and trade information chain. In the effort for harmonization and 
standardization, WC0  has drafted the Integrated Supply Chain Management 
Guidelincs (Draft) - actually a W C 0  supply-chain security approach. 
Additionally, the "Single Window Filing" concept (a single gate for 
exchanging information with and acceding to different govermnent agencies) 
is see11 as essential for enhanccd trade facilitation and security. Furthemlore, it 
is an important and commonly held view that the involvement of Customs is 
critical for thc information processing and validation activity. The Single 
Window Filing is on the UNECE agenda. 

In parallcl with all these measures, new technologics, and specifically 
co~~tainer security technologies, have been developed at the initiative of the 
private sector. One such example is the smart container technology 
incorporating anti-tampering, intrusion and condition detection, tracking, 
communication and reporting elements that should give supply chain 
stakeholders a real picture of the location and status of their shipments, while 
at the same time giving carriers hetter control of their shipping containers. 

The benefits for trade securlty and trade facllitation of such technologies 
would come from: 

. Fewer delayed and misrouted shipments 

Improved just-in-time reliability 

* Reduced inventory 

Better container. chassis, and terminal cfficicncy 

Dclivcrics according to order 

Rcduced thct? and insurancc costs, reduces smuggling 

Reduced vulnerability to container-borne terror attack. 
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4. Further involvement from the EU is needed 
The EU recognizes that there are still many gaps to be filled in with respect. 

to security. In late December 2003, the Directorate of Maritime Transport and 
Intermodality under the EC Directorate-G~neral for Energy and Transport 
identified three key risk categories with respect to EU transport security: 

Threats to key trdnsport infrashucture 

No common security standards 

No coordination or conhol of national transport activities 

By 2010, the European transport infrasmcture will consist of 78,200 
kllometers of roads, 78,000 k~lometers of radways, 330 dirpolts. 270 
lntemat~onal arrports and 21 0 inland ports 

It is widely accepted that the transport infrastructure is only as secure as its 
weakest link. Often, nodes where cargo changes mode of transport present 
vulnerable security paints that should be addressed in coordination with the 
directives on enhancing port security. In the preparation of a European wide 
"transport infrastructure security plan", one should consider such weak links 
(reviewed at regular intervals) and should establish an adaptable response plan 
connected with the dirfercnt threat alert levels. An cmcrgcncy rcsponse plan is 
criticai. 

Furthermore, one significant EU coordinated activity is the standardization 
of trade security and transport security related activities. In order to protect the 
whole transport chain, it is ncccssary to ensure that all transport service 
providers operate to agreed standards. 

The international standardization activity started with the 1 July 2004,lMO 
ISPS code (securing ship and port infrastructure) and is expected to continue 
toward intermodal transport. The next step i s  drafting the inland security code 
across all modes of transport (rail, road, waterbome and aviation). Where 
standardization is concerned it is worth considering the need for initial market 
acceptance of standards hcfore these are formally implcmcnted in codes and 
laws - this requires the necessary collaboration to be created between the 
government and industry and among business community partners as presented 
in figure 1 .  
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The coordination of the required infrashuchlre security activities (ports, 
airports, inland containcr depots, rail yards and intennodal nodes) is essmtial. 
The new security initiatives must be compatible with the ones already in place 
for ports and airports. The coordination of the different government 
organizations and agencies and private companies implicated in transport 
related activities is an important issue for thc EU. 

5.  Barcelona Treaty for EU-MED Free Trade Area - 
preparing for a different enlargement 

The Barcelona Treaty of 1995 addresses the EU-Medterranean 
parh~ership. This treaty is relevant for the present analysis because it 
demonstrates the need for the EU to prepare for the upcoming EU-MED Free 
Trade Area. The 12 Mcditcrranean partners who are parties to the agreement 
are situated in the Southern and Eastern Mediterranean. 

The treaty implies the dismantling of Customs duties among the members 
by 2010, through the progressive establishment of a free trade area between the 
FU and its Mediterranean partncrs and among the Mediterranean pamers 
themselves. This free trade area is designed to link the 25 EU member States 
and the 12 Mediterranean partners. The EU-MED Free Trade Area foresees 
free trade for manufactured goods and prob~essive liberalization of trade in 
agricultural products. At a later stage, together with EFTA and Central and 
Eastern European candidate countries for EU enlargement (CEECs), this free 
trade zone is expected to include some 40 Statcs and 600-800 million 
consumers, i.e. one of the world's most important trade blocks. 

Along with the clcar benefits there are also challenges cspecially in the 
preparation for the EC-MED Free Trade Area. Again, the security is one of the 
key issues to bc addressed. One of the immediate effects of the new 
partnership would be the moving out of borders, again with all the foreseeable 
but also unforeseen implications. What is being experienced now with the 
EU-25 would have to be more or less iterated on a larger scale and in a 
different context. Securing the new longer and sometimes riskier borders 
implies a significant challenge. 

It is foreseeable that Advance Cargo Information and information-sharing 
systcms will have to be implemented both by the EU and by the new 
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Mediterranean hasin partners for the secure and efficient operation of the trade 
security and the free trade mechanism. On one hand this involves investments, 
training, and collaboration with the EU and assistance from the EU. 

On the technical side, many preparations are needed. Some of the WC0 
initiatives support smooth integration like the W C 0  "data model" and the 
unique Consi~mment Reference - but are these sufficient'? 

6. The ultimate goal being trade faclitation within a 
M$-security tnde environment - the industry h responding 

Figure 2 below represents the evolution of the trade facilitation and trade 
security. The four frames represent different facilitationlsecurity scenarios. 
The Low Facilitation +Low Security is a lose-lose scenario. In the case of the 
second scenario, High Facilitation i Low Security, the facilitation is positive 
for business. but represents a situation where there are only basic security 
measures. This is no longer appropriate in a post-911 1 trade environment. The 
third and next stage scenario, High Security + Low Facilitation, represents the 
immediate U.S. reaction following the 9/11 attacks, slowing and 
"handicapping" the economy. In this scenario the business communities and 
the general economy are negatively impacted while consumers hare the cost 
increases. The fourth (target) scenario, High Facilitation + High Security, is 
the ultimate win-win scenario, but it requires significant effort to achieve. This 
is the focal point uf industry partnerships. 

Several industry initiatives - including the Innovative Trade Network - 
have been started to combine trade facilitation and trade security. They share 
the goal of to creating the infrastructure and the business model to allow all 
nations, ports, technology providers, and logistics providers to interact on a 
level playing field. These initiatives can improve economics while addressing 
security issues associated with commercial shipping. It is crucial that 
companies work internationally with Governments, agencies and in dust^ 
stakeholders to create cnd-to-end global supply-chain systems - from 
manufacturer, to ports of entry, to consumers - that focus on sound business 
models, facilitate trade and serve as catalysts for improved security measures. 



Figure 2: Trade facilit.tlnn n. container mcan'ty measures 

High Low 
Trade Facilitation 

7. Characteristics of an optimal solution 
An optimal solution is one which secures t h ~  international trade process in 

a way thdf can be adapted to the securrty nsk levcl wth ltm~ted unpact upon 
trade fao~l~tation. The end-to-end supply-cham securlty fiolution (from order to 
delrveq$ mntegater, among others: 

0 Valtdation of container contents prior to seahng 

24-hour accurate advance manifest infornabon 

Validation and momtofiug of ~ontainers mtransit 

Detection and reportmg of tampering 

Data clearinghouse accessible to all end-users 

Accurate and timely czgo i~~formatiou 
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Such initiatives typically imply data-sharing and it is essential to have clear 
rules regarding the property and the disclosure of such information. 

The information providers are owners of the data and decide where it 
goes and who has accesb 

The risk analysis by the authorities is based upon the information 
provided (or not provided) directly affecting the "amount" of 
facilitation that will be granted. 
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Part of the analysis is the comparison between different data items. The 
information model is based upon the principle that a stakeholder in a trade 
transaction always has some information that he will want to givc and hold as 
tme. For example the irnportcr will always give the true point of entry into the 
importing country and likewise the exporter will give the true port of loading 
of his shipment. This should be correlated with what the carrier has provided 
in his manifest. 
The benefits of common industry initiatives b a s e d  on inte~national stanldards 
a r e  as follows: 

They represent a global solution with significant benefits for 
emerging and developed cconomies; 

They represent an open platform for all stakeholdcrs; 

They provide proven test bed for trade security technology 
implementation; 

They represent a solution that enables transatlantic trade security and 
trade facilitation cooperation; and 

They will address trade security and tradc facilitation for the EU- 
MED Free Trade Area and beyond (2010t). 

These industry solutions are dependable, open (but secure) plattorms 
allowing access to all authorized users and stakeholders, as opposed to tbe 
proprietary technology solutions which require all to "sign up" and "pay up", 
and stl-ike the balance between trade security and tradc Facilitation. 

Tradc facilitation and security "could" go hand in hand when cfticient, co- 
ordinated measures are taken and when the trade community is motivated to 
cooperate. The industry is prepared to address these issues and several industry 
solutions demonstrate specifically that functional solutions exist and are ready 
to be implemented on a larger scale. Private industry has "answered the call" 
with innovation and ingenuity. 
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melusions and recommendatlo 

This paper has introduced innovative business solutions for trade security 
and trade facilitation. These solutions meet the needs of Government, 
businesses and the public. Additionally, this paper addressed different aspects 
of the EU enlargement, free trade and trade facilitation in a secure 
environment. The paper described the implications for thc future trading 
environment, the challenges of securing and facilitating trade, implications of 
the recent EU enlargement and other events impacting trade (e.g. the ELT-MED 
2010). 

Clearly, two different processes have to be coordinated at the EU level and 
internationally - these are the security process and the facilitation process. The 
two must go hand in hand. Efticient data systems, advance cargo information, 
and authorized economic operators are all solutions working for both 
processes. These are some of the solutions that are being considered by the 
EU. However, much remains to be done in the direction of securing transport 
infrastnrcture, standardization and transport activities coordination. 

Dealing with the sensitive trade securityltrade facilitation co-ordination can 
be sometimes complex and the immediate post-9/11 events show that the 
immediate security measures taken have slowed thc international flow of trade, 
with a serious economic impact especially for developing and transition 
nations. 

The public-private partnership is necessary in order to develop trade 
facilitation solutions within the security environment. 

In this situation, it is necessary to dcvelop industry solutions that create the 
infrastructure to allow all nations, ports. technology providers and logistics 
providers to interact on a level playing field that improves economics while 
addressing security issues associated with commercial shipping. Together, 
companies necd to work in partnerships with international organizations, 
Governments, agencies and industry stakeholders to create global end-to-end 
supply-chain systems - from manufacturer, to ports of entry, to consumers - 
that focus on sound business models facilitating trade and sewing as catalysts 
for improved security measures. 
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From the analysis presented we may conclude that these industry initiatives 
can succeed to the extent that they: 

Bring different businesses together, join complementary competences 
and expertise and create innovative solutions for trade; 

Incorporate some of the latest container security technologies and the 
best practices in supply chain security management to create a 
complete end-to-end supply chain security solution; 

Work to meet the needs of government, businesses and the public; 

Encouragc the business community to provide security risk 
assessment information; 

Support the development of recommendations for harmonized 
government practices and standards; 

Are based on recommendations by international organizations (e.g. 
UNECE, WCO) that reflect new information technology 
devcloomcnts. 

The EU should consider collaboration with supply-chain security 
providers at each step in the process of defining the trade security policy 
for the enlarged EU. The integration of trade policy with private sector 
considerations and information technology requirements is clearly a key 
part of an integrated information technology solution that enables 
complementary trade facilitation and trade security. In the final analysis, 
coordination thus becomes an important issue for the EU in terms of trade 
policy, trade facilitation and trade security. 
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Chapter 3.1 

Implications of EU Enlargement for 
Agricultural Trade 

Mr. Prof: Alun Matthews, Jean Monet Professor of Xumpean Agricultural 
Policy, Triniv College, Diblin, Ireland 

The agricultural dimensions of the EU enlargement of May 2004 are well 
known. The EIJ population increased by 28 per cent, arable land area by 3K 
per cent, and livestock output by about 20 per cent. Economic reform during 
the 1990s transformed the volume and mix of the ELF10 production, 
consumption and trade. Agricultural production fcll, by up to 30 per cent in 
many countries, as the heavy State supports to farm production under the 
centrally planned regimes were removed, markets in the EECCA disappeared, 
and the terms of trade moved unfavourably against fanners and it has taken 
time to replace the input supply and marketing chains disrupted by the 
restructuring of farms (Pouliquen, 2001; Leifcrt and Swinnen, 2002). 

1. Pre-accession trade relations 

In the EU-10, the share of agriculture and food exports in total exports has 
been declining since the early 1990s. The shares arc highest for thc Baltic 
countries (12.3% for Lithuania in 2001) with Poland and Hungary around 7-8 
per cent. The share of agro-food imports in total imports showed some 
increase in the mid-1990s, but has since bcgun to decline. Shares are again 
highest in the Baltic countries (Latvia has the highest proportion at 12.8%). 
Among the EU-10, only Hungary was a net exporter position of agri-food 
products (figure I ) .  Fur the eight larger EU-I0 countries (excluding Cyprus 
and Malta), the region was self-sufficient in food in 1994. A large deficit of 
€1.9 billion opened up in 1996, and thc deficit fluctuatcd around €1.5 hillion 
during the remainder ofthe 1990s (figures from OECD, 2002). 
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Figure 1: Agricultural and food trade belances in the CEECs in 1995 and ZOO1 

Estonia Labia Lithuania Slovania Czech Hungary Poland Slwakia 
Rep 

Source: OECD 2002. Figure for Slovakia is for 2000. 

Prior to accession, the EU-10 already had significant trade links in agri- 
food trade with the EU, which accounted for around 50 per cent of the exporrs 
of Poland and Hungary in 2001 (see annex, table 1). Although the EU market 
is becoming more important for the Baltic countries, its share of the agri-food 
exports of the other EU-l0 countries has - howevcr - been falling. There is 
also a clear trend for the importance of the EECCA as an export market to 
decline, while inter-CEEC trade, already important for the ~najority of 
countries, has been growing over time. 

The EU signed a successiun of agreements during ihe 1990s designed to 
promote integration with the EU-10. Tradc protocols attached to Association 
Agreements provided a means for steadily increasing mutual market access, 
although agricultural products were included only at the later stages. In 2000, 
the EU signed "double zero" agreements with all the candidate countries. 
These provided duty-free quotas for pork and poultry trade and duty-free trade 
for a number of other goods. Tariff-rate quotas opened for some agricultural 
products under thcse agreements were increased from July 2001. Further tariff 
concessions for processed products were extended at various times between 
August 2001 and February 2002. Thcse were followed by the "double profit" 
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agreements signed in 2002 which opened duty-free quotas for wheat, corn, 
beef and dairy products excluded from the first round of agreements, and 
which allowed nearly free trade in fruits and vegetables. At the same time. 
progress was made in reducing and removing TBT and sanitary and 
phytosanitary barriers to trade which restri~qed the ability, for cxample. of milk 
and meat processors in somc of the EU-10 countries to export to the EU during 
this period. So, much of EU-IOlEU-15 agricultural trade had already been 
liberalized prior to May 2004. 

Simultaneously, hade barriers on agri-food trade between the CEECs 
themselves were reducing. The three Baltic States were members of the Baltic 
Agricultural Free Trade Agreement (BAFTA), while the Central European 
Free Trade Agreement (CEFTA) providcd the fi-amework for regional trade 
between thc rest of the CEEC. The trend towards more liberal trade under 
these agreements was occasionally interrupted as Governments reintroduced 
import tariffs and other trade barriers as a result of impoa surges iiom 
neighbouring countries. 

on arrangemen 
The EU first set out its accession strategy in the Agenda 2000 plan adopted 

by the Berlin European Council in 1999. This was based on a two-stage 
strategy, with an initial six CEECs expected to join in 2002. Under the 
financial framework: sums were allocated for regional development and 
agriculture for the five-year period 2002-2006. Importantly, no provision was 
made for the extension of direct payments to farmors in the EU-10. Thc then 
candidate countries began the process of adopting the communautaire acquis, a 
complex process of planning, screening and reporting on their progress in 
implementing the legislative changes and introducing the institutional 
stmctures to implement EU agricultural policy. This has been a massive 
effort, including the establishment of financial controls and databases and the 
management of border controls, animal identification and land parcel 
registration essential for the operation of the Common Agricultural Policy 
(CAP). The eligibility of the CEE countries for support under the CAP 
instruments, including issues such as quota levels and reference quantities, was 
Icft for negotiation at the very end of this process (Jensen and Frandsen, 2003). 
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In October 2002, EU leaders reached agreement on a financial ceiling for 
CAP market expenditure for the medium-tern. In the Agenda 2000 package, 
it was agreed to stabilise CAP market expenditures (excluding rural 
development) at €40.5 billion (at 1999 prices) ovcr the period 2000-2006, plus 
2 per cent annual allowancc to adjust for inflation. This agreement was 
extended in October 2002 to covcr the period from 2007 to 2013, but with a 
lower inflation adjustment figure of 1 per cent. This then set the framework 
within which the EU had to finance the extension of the CAP to the EU-10. 

In March 2002, the EC proposed a comprehensive financial plan for the 
agricultural aspects of enlargement. The CEECs never accepted their exclusion 
from direct payments. The Commission plan accepted this position but met the 
financial constraint by proposing a long phasing in of direct payments. These 
would he set initially at 25 per cent of the EU level in 2004. gradually 
increasing over a 10-year period to parity. The plan also set out the 
Commission's views on the appropriate levels of reference quantities, quotas, 
reference yields, etc. These werc generally related to recent production levels 
in the CEECs, in contrast to the proposals of the CEEs themselves, which 
tended to be based on the higher levels of output before transition began and 
the presumed potential for highcr output which existed. 

In November 2002, the EL! introduced the idea that CEECs would be 
permitted tu "top up" their direct payments from national budgets, as wcll as 
using funds being made available under rural development programmes. This 
would permit payments up to 40 per cent of the level of payments to farmers in 
the existing member States in the first year, with gradual increases thereafter. 
This was prompted in part by the realization that some of the EU-10 could 
otherwise become net contributors to the EU budget immediately after 
enlargement. Further concessions were made at the Copenhagen Summit in 
December 2002 at which the final agreement was reached, where the 
maximum allowable proportion of existing EU payment levels was raised to 55 
per cent in the firsl year. CEEs were offered a simplified implementation 
scheme for direct payments that was not tied to actual production at farm level, 
and were not required to introduce set aside, at least for a limited period after 
accession. Quota and reference quantity levels were also bargained upwards in 
the final negotiations, but remained well below urhat the EU-I0 had originally 
sought. 
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3. Implications of the 20W enlargement for agri-fnod 
trade policy 

Although trade integration between the EU-15 and the EU-10 had already 
advanced quite far under the Europe Agreements: some important changes 
took place on 1 May 2004. All remaining tariffs and export subsidies wcrc 
eliminated in addition to non-tariff bmiers on internal trade within the EU-25. 
These included remaining tariffs on trade between the CEECs themselves. 
Actions now sometimes taken by CEE Governments will no longcr be 
possible. These include imposing increased import duties and minimum 
import prices, enhancing export subsidy programmes and tightening veterinary 
checks as a way of relieving import prcssurc on domestic markets. Because of 
food safety concerns, a spccial "safeguard clause" in the Treaty of Accession 
(Article 38) provides the EU with powers to seal off a country if a food safety 
problem occurs. Such measures can be taken up to three years after accession 
and may remain in force after this period. Transitional periods are in place for 
some food processing plants to give them time to meet the quality and hygiene 
standards demanded by EU legislation. During this period only sales on the 
domestic market will be permitted. 

Enlargement also brought important changes in the external trade policy of 
the CEECs. The EU-10 aligned their external border protection on the EU 
Common External Tariff. They also took on thc obligations of the EU 
preferential trade regimes_ including, in particular, duty-free access for the 
least developed countries under the "Everything But Arms" scheme. Like all 
WTO members, most of the EU-l0 had negotiated schedules of commitments 
in the Uruguay Round Agreement on Agriculture. In general, bound duties 
were set at relatively high levels, although the rates applied in practice were 
much lower. A particular inztance is Romania, which negotiated average 
bound tariffs for agri-food products of 143 per cent, compared with the Czech 
Republic average of 18 pcr ccnt (Chevassus-Lozza and Unguru_ 2001). 

While, overall, adoption of the Common External Tariff implied a lowering 
of the weighted average of the tariffs applied to third countries by the EU-10, 
that was not necessarily true for all countries and commodities. Chevassus- 
Lozza and Unguru, in their analysis of four countries, found that, for Poland 
and Hungary, the adoption of the EU tariff would diminish tariff protection 
while the opposite would bc the case for the C ~ e c h  Kepublic and Slovakia. 
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EU enlargement also meant that the candidate countries' health, safety, and 
related standards have to be harmonized with EU norms. This process is, on 
balance, favourable to third-country fnms which sell to the EU and thus 
already meet EU standards Prior to enlargement, a firm which exported a food 
product approved in the EU could find that it did not meet the Czech standard. 
hence that it could not export the same product there. Not having to design, 
test, and certify products for small national markets in Central and Eastern 
Europe will lower costs and open markets that otherwise might be too small 
for some third-country exporters to tackle. The EU enlargement also brought 
acceptance by thc EU-I0 of EU non-tariff barriers to trade, such as EU 
directives regarding genetically modified organisms and the ban on imports of 
honnonc-treated beef. The EU also currently bans all poultry meat imports 
from the United States owing to a ban on  treating carcases with chlorine, 
which the United States exported to Poland and the Baltic States (Cochranc, 
2004a). There are swings and roundabouts here, because the Ell-10 gave up 
previous national regulations that may have been more restrictive on some 
issues than EU law. 

4. Price changes and supply response following enlargement 

In assessing the effect of EU enlargement on agriculural markets, one must 
first examine the effect on price and production incentives for fanners in the 
CEECs. Conventional wisdom had been that support prices in the CEECs were 
considerably lower than those in the EU-15, with the implication that 
enlargement would bring a significant boost in the profitability of farm 
production. However, price levels in the EU-10 had been converging steadily 
on the EU price level for a number of years, and for a number of reasons: 

Changes in exchange rates meant that thc currencies of the candidate 
countries gradually strengthened against the euro. 

CAP reform under Agenda 2000 meant reduced EU intervention 
prices for arable crops, becf and shecpmeat. 

CEEC Governments during the 1990s deliberately began to align their 
prices with those in the EU as part of their preparations for EU 
membership. 
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For many products, price gaps in the 1YUOs reflected quality 
differences rather than policy differences. For example, prices for 
pork and beef in the EU are reported for the three top grades in terms 
of lean meat content, whereas CEE statistical offices have historically 
reported avcragc prices for all grades. As meat quality improved and 
more beef and pork enters the higher grades in the CEECs, so their 
average prices have converged on EU levels (Cochrane, 2004a). 

However, important variations existed at the individual country and 
commodity level. For example, in Poland, wheat farmers received higher 
support prices than in the EU, while Slovenian farmers also had high levels of 
protection for both crop and animal products. 

Production incentives are also affected by direct payments policy. Direct 
payments to farmers in the CEECs were much less important than in the EU- 
15 largely because of budget constraints in thc formcr. The extension of the 
Agenda 2000 levels of direct payment, particularly when the simplified area 
system came to an end in 2009 and payments were eventually coupled to 
production, could have provided a powerful incentive to increase production. 
However, the CAP reforms approved in June 2003 will convert these payments 
to a single whole-farm payment between 2005 and 2007, so that they will 
remain decoupled frnm production decisions. The new payment will not differ 
very much from the simplified area system currently in place in the CEECs. 
There is still debate on the extent to which these payments can be considered 
decoupled, given that thcy r~main linked to the use of land. Thus, some boost 
to production arising from their extension to farmers in the CEECs should 
probably be expected. Because of the lower reference yields and also the 
phasing in of the payments over 10 years, the per hectare payments received in 
the CEECs will initially be about one quarter of those received by the average 
EU farmcr. Payments, of course, will vary by country and by farm size 
(Cochrane, 2004a). 

Another factor likely to limit supply response in the EU-10 is the additional 
burden of meeting rood safety and produdion process standards and the high 
cost of compliance. Grain producers will have to meet minimum quality 
standards to receive the EU price. Livestock farmers will have to observe 
animal welfare regulations and follow the record-keeping requirements of the 
EU. These measures will increase production costs and erode the net returns 
of producers (Cochrane. 2004a). 
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5. Factors influencing trade flows over t h e  

On accession, the EU-l0 benefited from an enhanced rural development 
policy with increased funding from the €C. This funding was directed to 
assisting countries to meet higher EU food safety, quality and environmental 
standards; restructuring the farming sector towards more viable farming, 
particularly in the livestock sector; reducing the dependence on semi- 
subsistence farming; and helping to create alternative non-fann employment 
opportunities in rural areas. In introducing these programmes, the EU-10 
benefited from the cxpericnce gained through SAPARD, the EU inshument to 
assist candidate counhies. It took a considerable amount of time for the 
candidate countries to successfully sct up mechanisms to disburse funds under 
the SAPARD programme. Only by the end of 2002 had all 10 eligible 
countries fulfilled the conditions necessary to apply the instrument. Although 
this meant that there has been a delay in disbursing the money set aside under 
SAPARD, it now appears that there is a substantial pipeline of projects that 
will enable the €U-10 to draw effectively on this funding. 

2005 2004-2006 

Czech Republic 163.3 182.0 197.5 524.8 
Estonia 45.3 50.4 54.8 150.5 
Hungary 181.2 201.9 219.2 1 602.3 1 

I I.. . , . ."... , A.,. . . 
Slovakia 119.5 1 133.1 1 144.5 1 397.1 

Poland 

I Malta I 8.1 / 9.0 1 9.8 1 26.9 1 
Source: Revised Commission decision 29 December 2003. 

862.4 1 961.0 1 1 043 0 / 2 866.4 

The need to meet all EU standards and compete in the Single Market 
brought significant pressure for restructuring CEEC agriculture and food 
processing. At processing level, significant investments are requircd to 
upgrade equipment, introducc grading rcquirements and meet hygiene 
standards. This may encourage the emergence of larger units, with the danger 

Slovema 1 8 4 7  l 944 1 ~ n ?  s I 7 x 1  6 
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that too much concentration in the industry could lead to excess market power 
(OECD, 2002). Also of importancc are the rapid changes in the food retail 
sector in the EU-10. Lcading Western European supermarket and hypcrmarket 
chains, such as Metro, Carrefour and Tesco, have increased their presence in 
the region. Thr emergcncc of larger hypmarkct  chains has caten into thc 
smaller retailers' market share, although outside of the major towns and cities, 
the food retail scctor remains undeveloped. Farmers may suffer if the number 
of purchasing outlets for crops or livestock in a particular region becomes very 
low, while food processors will face a decreasing number of major buyers for 
their output. This raises the importance of an effectivc competition policy 
across the region. 

Foreign direct investment (FDT) will also be an important driver of trade 
flows. Experience suggcsts that foreign companies have heen interested mainly 
by the prospect of capturing domestic CEEC markets to take advantage oftheir 
future expansion resulting from the expected medium-term economic recovery. 
Foreibm investors have favoured subsectors with better prospects for increasing 
value-added production and that had not heen adequately developed before. 
Subsectors such as sugar and confectionery. milk and dairy products, 
beverages and vegetable oils, as well as some others (e.g. tobacco industries), 
received the highest FDI inflows. The impact of FDI on the subsectors that 
have benefited from it has been significant. It has helped them to achieve 
qualitative improvements in food processing and marketing, to circumvent the 
problem of domestic capital shortage. In export-oriented sectors, it has helped 
to create export capacities and to facilitate market access. In several cases, 
processors have established new vertical structures, either through buying in or 
by contractual ties. In this way, the firms have had a considerable impact on 
the quality and management aspects of agricultural operations. FDI has thus 
acted to further structural change in agriculture with a vicw to responding to 
actual market demand. In other cases, foreign investors have transferred 
production expertise, thereby ensuring the introduction of improved techniques 
in raw material production that would otherwise not be accessible to 
producers. 

The focus so far on the impact on the market balances for hulk agricultural 
commodities overlooks the fact that the most dynamic sector within agri-food 
trade is likely to he in pi-ocessed foods. This will be driven by rising consumer 
incomes in the CEECs and the demand for greater variety. More disaggregated 
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analysis of the trade experience during the 1990s shows that the sudden 
increase in the variety of goods available to consumers in the then candidate 
countries, compared with what was available under central planning, translated 
into an initial large deficit in differentiated goods, balanced in part by exports 
of homogeneous commodity products (Pouliquen, 2001). .4s time moves on, 
however, we would expect to see an increase in intra-industly trade within 
food groups as firms in the EU-10 compete increasingly on quality and less on 
price. 

One area where producers in the EU-10 may be able to convert an apparent 
disadvantage (i.e. low intensity of production) into a comparative advantage 
and achieve premium prices is by selling some agricultural produce as organic 
produce. Under the EU 2091191 regulation, the law on organic standards 
within the EU, national bodies responsible for organic standards and 
certification and control of organically produccd goods have been set up in 
most countries. As thcre is still very little domestic demand for organic 
produce in the EU-10, organic production will only develop on the basis of 
export demand in the near future. 

EU enlargement integrates the agri-food markets of the EU-10 and EU-15 
once and for all. It sets in train a process whereby production growth in each 
country will depend on its underlying comparative advantage within the 
enlarged EU, rather than being influenced by trade barriers of one sort or 
another. The immediate impacts of enlargement on agri-food trade were 
relatively limited due to the gradual integration of agri-food markets under thc 
earlier Europe Agreements. It also reflected the gradual convergence of price 
levels within the EU-I0 to those prevailing in the EU in the years prior to 
accession. The relatively restrictive allocations of quota and rcfcrence 
quantities to the E1J-10, based on recent production levels rather than historic 
or hypothetical levels, also helped to limit the production impact of 
membership. Finally. the 2003 CAP reform, by removing the production 
incentive of coupled payments that had been due to kick in under the pre- 
reform regime after 2009, limited the market effects of enlargement in the 
medium term. 
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With the exception of Hungay, the agri-food trade of all the EU-I0 moved 
into deficit during the 1990s. EU membership hclped to reverse this trend but 
the effects for the main commodity markets were not major. With greater 
investment in the food processing sector in the CEECs, including foreign 
investment, &Teater two-way trade, particularly of proccssed food products, 
might take place. The speed at which this occurs will be influenced by 
whether the EU-I0 can make effective use of EU structural timd assistance 
over the next fcw years. 

Table I: Agri-food exports and Imports by dntlnatian, 1993 and 2001 

Agriculture and food exports by destination, 1993 
EU OECDl =CS EECCA Other Total 

Eston~a 18 0 21 45 17 100 
Latvla 10 5 20 66 1 100 
Lithuania 16 4 12 66 2 100 
Sloven~a 36 12 2 5 45 100 
Czech Rep. 33 9 32 13 13 100 
Hungary 54 na na 20 na 100 
Poland 58 13 6 18 5 100 

Agriculture and food exports by destination, 2001 
EU OECDl C E E L  EECCA Other Total 

Estonta 18 7 24 36 14 100 
Latvia 23 13 29 33 2 100 
Lithuania 32 12 24 29 3 100 
Slovenia 30 4 3 2 6 1 100 
Czech Rep. 24 4 23 5 44 100 
Hungary 48 8 3 1 10 3 100 
Poland 48 5 12 20 15 100 
Slovakia 23 l 62 7 7 100 
Note: 1499 data for the Czech Repuhlic and Slovakia. 
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Agriculture and food imports by origin, 1993 
EU OECDI CEECs EECCA Other Total 

Estonia 50 0 5 9 36 100 
Latvia 36 11 17 25 10 100 
Lithuania 40 24 18 15 4 l00 
Slovenia 32 19 I I 2 36 100 
Czech Rep. 44 11 20 1 24 100 
Hungary 54 na na 2 na. 100 
Poland 52 20 7 2 18 100 
Slovakia 24 10 5 1 I 14 100 

Agriculture and food imports by origin, 2001 
EU OECDl CEECs EECCA Other Total 

Estonia 52 6 15 7 19 100 
Latvia 44 17 30 4 5 100 
Lithuania 5 1 9 27 11 3 100 
Slovenia 49 6 16 2 27 100 
Czech Rep. 49 8 22 0 2 1 100 
Hungay 47 7 17 2 27 100 
Poland 53 7 10 3 27 100 
Slovakia 36 4 46 0 14 100 

hrolr: 1994 data for Lithuania; 1999 data for the Czech Republic and Slovakia. 

Source: OECD, 2002. 
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Chapter 3.2 

Facilitating Trade in Agricultural 
Products in the UNECE Region 

Ms. Lorenza Jachia, Economic Affuirs Officer, Trade and Timber Division. 
U r n  

This paper presents an overview of the patterns of trade between the EU and 
the countries of the EECCA and South-East Europe (SEE) and shows how the 
process of adopting and implementing a common set of agricultural quality 
standards will facilitate the integration of their agricultural producers within 
international food supply chains. To sustain this process, it will be 
indispensable to increase considerably the technical assistance that is accorded 
to the transition economies in general, and to their agricultural sectors in 
particular. 

1. Role of agriculture in the transition economies 
Gross domestic product (GDP) per capita in the EECCA, SEE and the EU- 

10 were respectively only about 4 per cent, 9.3 per cent, and 28.8 per cent of 
that of the EU-15 average at the moment of the 2004 enlargement. There is 
evidence of a catching-up process, both in the EU-I0 and in the EECCA. 
Figure 1 indicates modestly increasing GDP growth rates per capita over the 
transition period in thc EU-15 (2.4% on avcragc). In contrast, the average 
growth rate in the period between 1995 and 2001 was about 4 per cent in the 
EU-10, 2.4 per cent in the EECCA and I per cent in SEE. The volatility of the 
SEE curve is partly due to war and post-war impacts. Higher b~owth rates in the 
EU-10 and, to some extent, in the EECCA region could indeed be altributed to 



catching up. Nevertheless, at current rates of growth, full convergence would 
take 40 years m the EU-10 and 50 years in the EEC(!A " 

Figure 1: GDP growth per capita (chaogc over plevlorn yew) 

Source UWEC%: Database 

When the translaon to a market economy started in 1989 the a g r r c u l t ~ d  
sector in the EECCA and SEE eoumies had largely similar characteristics. 
Land was cultmated in Ia rpsca le  farms that managed thousands of hectares 
and employed hundreds of workers, this productmu from the collectwe sector 
was supplemented by subsistence farming (see box 1)J4 Product markets and 
supply chiuns were controlled by State organlzatlons 

" However, the arithmetic is only a rough estimate, as the GDP growth rate for 
transition countries will dccline duiny the catching up proccss. Taking into account the 
volatility of the SEE growth rates, we did not calculate a convergence time frame for 
this region. 

74 However, in Poland, the model had virtually been abandoned alter the Second 
World War and land was cultivated predominantly by small private farms. In Hungary 
and the former Yugoslavia, agicultural and food priccs were liberalized in thc 1960s. 
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l Box 1: Subsistence farming 

Subsistence and semi-subsistence farming is still widespread in the CEEC and 
in central ~ s i a . "  In general, when own consumption equals or exceeds 50 per 
cent. agricultural activity is defined as subsistence Whereas 
subsistence agriculture has hecn more or Icss a transitory phcnomcnon 
especially, it seems likely to bccome a constant phenomenon in Ccntral Asia 
and some countries of Eastern Europe, such as Romania. Thc numcrous vcry 
small farms are often held as a security without being put into productive usc. 
In a situation of imperfect markets, uncertainty concerning the quality and 
quantity of food and scarce off-faml employment opportunities, landholders are 
reluctant to take the risk of e n g a ~ n g  in economic activities elsewhere. These 
idle land holdings create vast spaccs that are undemsed and unproductive and 
are therefore often seen as an impediment for economic growth. Policy 
measures should addrcss the underlying causes of the drift into subsistenct: 
farming, in view of its role in stabilizing fragile economies." In some of these 
countries, the imperfect application of the rule o f  law and of property rights 
often makes farmers reluctant to form cooperatives and  association^.'^ To 
conclude, in order to achieve external competitivcncss, it is important to 
promote market oricntcd agricultural production and export facilities. 

As part o f  the transition to a market economy, the development strategy 
formulated in the early 1990s envisaged a transformation from colleclive to 
individual agriculture. The reforms did not proceed at the same pace across the 
region, and some countries do not yet pcrmit private ownership of land. 

'' Semi-subsistence farming accounts for no less than 93 per cent of total 
agricultural value added in the Visegrad countries plus Estonia and Slovenia. Pelkrnans 
and Casey (20031, p. 13. 

~salint (2003), p. 11. .. ' Briintrup and Heidhues distinguish country exlemal Factors (e.g. ecology, 
climate, histoly. culturc, intcmational cnvironmcnt), farm external factors 
(e.g. government policies, institutions and markets) and faun internal factors (e.g. factor 
endowments and farn-family specific characteristics). R ~ n t r u p  and Heidhues (2002); 
p. 8. 

'"elkmans and Casey (2003), p. 11. 
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Howeber, at a general level, economic reform has altered the structure and 
wlurne of agncultural production, consumption and trade 

Thc dommant development was a drop in agncultural output m a range of 
25 uer cent to 50 uer cent m the first wars of the transit~on ueriod before the 
trend reversed in several countr~es in the late 1990s. 

EU-15 EU-10 SEE EECCA 

.SOUX(.P: UNCTAU Handbook of Statistics 

This decline in agricultural production - reflected in the fall of the share of 
agriculhlre in GDP shown in figure 2 -can be attributed to a number of factors. 
These include the effective demise of the trade arrangements of the Council for 
Mutual Economic Assistancc (CMEA) in 1991, the disintegration of collective 
farming, and the fact that in most countries, while the large-scale farms wcre 
being closed down, there was - for a wide set of reasons - no concomitant 
build-up of an efticient private ~ector . '~  

'' HOWCVC~. in some countrles, such as Tapklstan, Urbek~<tan and Albama, the 
share of agnculn~re m total GDP has remained nearly constant or even increaqed 



Figure 3: Share of @grieolturslin the total empluyment* 

EU 15 EU 10 SEE EECCA 

Sm, ce IJNECE, Gendcr Statmcs Database 

.Vote: *The following &ta are missing: for SEE: Bosnia nnd Heaegovina, Serbia and 
hlontemgro and the tionnef Yugoslav Republic of Macsdonia for all the three years; 
Albania 2003 i s  not available and was replaced by Albania 2002; for EECCA: dafn fur 
Kazakhstan, Moldova, Turkmenistan and Ukr;unc for 1995 are not available; for 2000 
the data for Kazakhstan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan are not available; for 2003, as they 
wece unavailnhle, the dnta for Armenia, Belam, Kazakhshn, Kyrgyzstan and 
Uzbehstan wcm rcplaced with the latest data available whilc that for Tajkstan and 
Turknlenistan are missing; for EU-15 thc data for the Netherlands for 2003 is missing. 

Agriculture's share in employment - after an initial increase - decreased m 
practically all countries during the maiiatlou (see figure 31, hut reiuams high 
Currently, the average share of agriculture in total employment m the trdnu~tion 
aconomtes vanes h-om 4 per cent in the Czech Repuhhc to 60 per cent in 
~ l b a n i a . ' ~  

2. Trade in agricultural products 

This section presents data on agricultural imports by the EU-25 from the 
countries of the EECCA and SEE. In the present analysis, the word 
"agriculture" is defined loosely, to include agricultural producc, eggs, dairy 
produce, fish and meat, plus wood and wood products and other agro-industrial 

Matthew (2003) 
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pnducls such as oil seeds and oil fsuits, sugar, fixed vegetable oils and fats," 
coffee, tea and spices. 

The chart hclow fihows thc trend of continuously increasing EU-25 
agricultural imports from both the SEE countries and the EECCA. 
Unfortunately, the data does not stretch beyond 2004, the year of 
~ n l a r ~ e r n e n t . ~ ~ e v e r t h e l e s s .  the analysis in sectiou 3 below shows that the 
enlargement did not imply dramatic changes in market access for these two 
regions to the EU markets, so it may be anticipated for this trend to continue. 

Quw 4: A@knltnnl Jmpom of tho &U-% fmm 6EE aud EECCQ 

Sourcc: UNCTAD, Comtrade Database 

Focusing on the composition of agricultural trade; wood and wood products 
represent by far thc biggest share of EU impoits from the two transition 
economy groupings (see charts below). In particular, the share of wood and 
wood products in the total agricultural imports is 58.9 per cent from the 
EECCA and 32.7 per cent from SEE. For the rest, agricult~ual imports, 
especially from the EECCA, show a fairly differcnliatcd picture. 

" Pmed 011s are base 011s used in maklng soaps and lot~ons 

" UNCTAD, Comtrade Database 



Overall imports of agricultural products from the EECCA have risen, on 
average, by an annual 6 per cent over thc period 199.5-2004. Expotts other than 
wood and wood products consist mainly of fish and fishery products, cereals, 
fixed vegetable oils and fats and vegetable and fruit. 

The product groups with the highest rates of average annual growth 
hetwecn 1995 and 2004 are: fixed vegetable oilslfats (38.7%), miscellaneous 
Food products (16%) and coffee!tea!cocoalspices (15.8%). In contrast, the 
import of other products contracted significantly: dairy products and eggs 
(-28.5%), rawhidelskim'fur (-15.3%) and processed animal vegetable oils 
(-7.12%). 

mporb wmporl(1on lrsm the EECCA 

0 Fixed veg oilstfats 
.Vegetables and fmii 

Cereals 
FisWshellRshletc. 

.Cork and wood 

Source: UNCTAD, Cunitrade Database. 

FU-25 lmports from SEE are cuncentrated, in add~t~on  to cork .and wood, m 
the categones of vegetables and fru~t, cereals, meat and meat preparations and 
011 seeds and fru~ts 
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Among the 15 categories considered, only two registered a slight decrease 
rn imports between 1995 and 2004. These were vegetables and fiult (-1.9%) 
and rmscellaaeous fwd products (-013%). EU import\ of all othet agrlcdtural 
and a@-industrial products from SEE Increased during the same period. The 
eategorres that regrsterctl thu hlghes annual average groyuth rates vere 
sugarlsugar preparations and honey (27.2%) and cereal$ and animal o~lslfats 
(17.8% and 15 I%respect~vely). 

* 2000 

3. Changes in accese to EU markets for mCCA 
and SEE countries after the 2004 enlargement 

U 5 1600 
3 1400 
e 1200 
l- 1000 

800 
600 
400 

As regards non-agricultural products, a free trade area bctween the EU-15 
and the EU-I0 had already been established prior to the 2004 enlargement. 
Howcvcr, in the agricultural scctor, full free trade was only established upon 
accession. This brought changes for the EECCA and SEE exporters as the EU- 
10 implemented the EU trade regime, adopted the acquis comm~mautaire and 

.pp-- 

.Other 

.Oil seedsloil fruits 

.Meat 8 preparations 

.Cereals 

.Vegetables and fruit 

.Cork and wwd - .- .- 
200 
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the Common Agr~culture Policy (CAP). In general, extcmak tarilfs against third 
countries were higher in the EU-10 than they were m the EU-15:' 

With tlie enlargemcnt tariffs were harmonized to the EU level. For 
examplc, in Hungary tariffs on agricultural products fell from 31 per ccnt and 
in Poland from 34 per ccnt to the EU-l5 lcvel of 16.2 per cult. A few 
agricultural products, however, currently receive higher protection than they 
previously did in the EU-10. This was the case for some fish and fish products. 
In the majority of the EU-10 countries, with the exception of Hungary and 
Poland, tariffs on fish and fish products were lower than in the EU-15. which 
are one important export of the EECCA countries to the El!. 

The seven countries of SEE are all agricultural exporters, including to 
Central Europe and the Baltic States. However, as their cxpnn pattern consists 
mainly of Mediterranean products, which are not heavily protected by the CAP, 
trade restrictions in agricultural products havc not imposed significant extra 
costs on SEE economies upon enlargement. 

The EU-10 also terminated bilateral preferential trading agreements with 
neighbouring countries upon accession to the EU. In particular, regional trade 
agreements (RTAs) that were terminated include those between Ukraine and 
the Baltic States as well as Hungary and Serbia and Montenegro. When 
Romania accedes to the EU in 2007, the agreement between Romania and 
Moldova will also need to he tcrminatcd. Since Ukrainian trade with Lithuania 
and Estonia is relatively small, the abandonment of those two agreements has 
not seriously affected overall trade pattcms. In contrast, the abolition of the 
RTA between Hungary and Serbia and Montenegro may be more significant as 
those countries share a substantial common border and trading activities are 
historically linked.x4 

Tho W ' s  international agreements and unilateral trade preferences applied 
immediately in the enlarged ~ n i o n . ~ *  As regards the countries of EECCA, the 

To be specific, on avcrage the larilli of Eslonia. Latvia and Lithuania rosc 
modestly, but avcrage tariff lcvcls in Poland and Hungay (the two largest ecoi~omics to 
join the EU) fell significantly. 

UNECE (2003b), p. 152. 

European Commission (2003), p. 5.  



Partnership and Cooperation ~ g r e e m e n t s ' " ~ ~ ~ ~ )  - signed between the EU- 
15 and each country in the EECCA (except ~ajikistan)" prior to the 
enlargement - were subsequently extended to include the EU-10. They provide 
for reciprocal Most Favoured Nation status and for the removal of a large 
number of quantitative restrictions. Additionally, EECCA countries benefit 
from thc Generalized System of Preferences scheme of the EU. 

The EU's relations with the countries of SEE are governed by the 
Stabilization and Association Agreements (SAAs), which lay out a framework 
for strengthening the economic ties between the two regions. Under thc trade 
measures introduced by the EU in 2000, the greatest change compared to the 
prcvious system was the almost complete liberalization of imports of 
agricultural products. Few exceptions remain like the preferential quotas for 
somc fishcry mcat and hcvcragcs. A first assessment shows that the SEE has 
made good use of the preferences and the growth rate of exports from SEE to 
the EU has been substantial. Since the implementation of the trade measures in 
September 2001, EU imports from the region rose by 21 per cent. However, the 
total cxport lcvcl has rcmaincd low, corresponding to only about 0.5 per cent of 
EU imports. Romania - whose GDP per capita and population arc roughly 
equivalent to the combined SEE region h a s  a share of EU total imports of 1.1 
per cent." 

4. Agrlculturrl qnnlity standmrds IS I menns of fncllltathg 
trade in the UNECE region 

Whcn cconomic agents move away from their domestic markets, their 
success or failure often hinges on how familiar they are with regulations and 
standards in their export markets. Essentially, the purpose of standards is to 
pmtccr thc hcalth of consumers; to kccp research. information and negotiation 

Xi, The first such agreements were concluded with the Russian Federation, Moldora 
and Ukraine in 1991. The agreements with Belarus, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Turkmenistan followed. '' A PCA was initialledin 2000 hut it has noi yet bccn signcd. 

UNECE (2003a). p. 13. 

'" European Commission (2004). 
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costs low for both processors and consumers; and to safeguard honest practice 
in the trade of agricultural  product^.^' 

The benefits of common standards are manifold In short, standards 
facilitate trade because all the parties involved in the transaction speak a 
commorl language. But many more arguments can be brought forward. First, it 
is the existence of standards that allows long-distance trade in agricultural 
products, because the buyer can then buy based on the description of the goods 
according to accepted standards. Furthermore, a standard can encourage 
farmers to improve the quality of their produce, especially when the technical 
description is broken down into different categories: by moving from a class B 
to a class A, the producer can earn a better return. Finally, standards can reduce 
waste because when produce is sent long distances and is not marketed for 
quality reasons, it will spoil. 

At the same time, although standards are the expression of a society that 
cares about the quality of produce, they are often at odds with the needs of 
societies that are preoccupied with the responsibility of feeding their hungry. 
For this reason, it is clearly important that standards be developed 
intemationally so that a balance among different sets of interests can be found. 
It should also be realized that quite often, the existence of more advanced 
standards on export markets when compared to those applied at home can result 
in the segmentation of agricultural production, reducing the potential for 
transfer of know-how. It is nevertheless true that, with time, the better 
agricultural and husbandry techniques thar are required for producing for export 
markets can increase productivity in production for the home market and hence 
have trickle-down benefits beyond those that are experienced by the consumers 
in the export market. 

UNECE's agricultural quality standards are widely implemented in 
international trade and are therefore very important in the operation of the 
international food supply chain. UNECE has developed 85 standards for fresh 
fruit and vegetables, dry and dried produce, early and ware potatoes, seed 
potatoes, eggs, meat and cut flowers. Of these, 36 form the basis for European 
Union standards, and 52 have been adopted by the OECD and are promoted 
internationally through their Fruit and Vegetables Scheme. In addition, a 
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number of Codex Ahmentarius standards are baaed on UNECE standards for 
fresh fmt s  and vegetable? 

Thc 36 EU standards based on UNECE standards cover around 90 per cent 
of the market volume of products traded in Europe. The texts of these EU 
standards are almost completely harmonized with UNECE standards and efforts 
arc being made to reach full harmonization. In practice, the EU accepts produce 
coming from non-EU countries that are marked and controlled according to 
UNECE standards, for purposes of quality. 

Thc EC encourages EU candidate countries to take part in UNECE 
meetings on standards development. which has led to the participation of the 
Baltic States and Bulgaria in reccnt scssions. The EU has also supported the 
integration of UNECE standards into the national legdation of thc EU-l 0 by 
providing those countries with training programmes and consultants. 

Because a large proportion of world trade in agricultural products relies on 
UNECE standards, these standards can contribute to further post-enlargement 
European integration to the extent they are widely implemented. UNECE can 
assist by raising awareness of its standards and establishing training 
programmes and can promote best practices in agriculture that keep both 
domestic interests and sustainability in mind (e.g. achieving higher quality. 
smaller scale production to be sold on international markets). 

The removal of inefficiencies is particularly beneficial for transition 
economies for several reasons. First, SMEs, where trade administration 
accounts for a larger part of total costs, constitute the majority of those 
countries' business sectors. Also, since labour and production costs in transition 
economies are far lower than in the EU, even when discounting for travel costs, 
these countries could have a sizeable competitive advantage, to the extent they 
arc cnablcd to adopt and implcrncnt EU quality standards. 

5. Conclusions 

Increasing exports of agricultural and food products could - at least in the 
short term - be an important part of the development strategy for many 
countries of the UNECE region. This would be particularly true if the boost in 
exports was accompanied by the adoption and implementation of quality 
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standards, which could have, via a higher productivity, positive spillover effects 
to other economic activities. 

The performance of exports from the transition economies is in general a 
positive one. The total exports of agricultural products from the region are 
increasing, and the range of exported products is expanding. 

However, the EU agricultural market is difficult to penetrate and 
competition is high. Therefore much remains to be done to increase the export 
potential of the transition economies. Contacts with EU counterparts need to be 
established, distribution channels must be built up, and investments may be 
required in order to take full advantage of the improved export possibilities. 
Further work on export promotion and harmonization of standards also has to 
be carried out, and trade-related legislation implemented." 

Well-focused technical assistance projects could therefore be highly 
beneficial and could give good returns over relatively little invcstment. 
Concrete examples would be: 

Allowing more regular participation of the countries that are not 
expected to become EU members in the near future in the meetings of 
UNECE, where agricultural quality standards are discussed; 

Assisting these countries in adopting and implementing harmonized 
standards; 

Raising the awareness and the understanding of farmers regarding 
marketing, environmental and packaging requirements; and 

Assistance for capacity-building for trade facilitation and logistics 
systems, which are integral elements of modem agricultural supply 
chains. 

To the extent that member States put at its disposal thc necessary means, 
UNECE stands ready to take up these challenging tasks, and to provide an open 
and accessible forum for future policy dialogue. 

" UNECE (2U03c), p. 20ff 
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